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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript addresses a critical gap in the emergency management of Sympathetic Crashing Acute Pulmonary Edema (SCAPE), a life-threatening condition requiring immediate intervention. By systematically comparing high-dose versus low-dose nitroglycerin, it provides valuable insight into optimizing treatment strategies to achieve rapid symptom relief and avoid invasive procedures such as intubation. The findings suggest that high-dose nitroglycerin is not only effective but also well-tolerated, challenging traditional low-dose protocols. This evidence can help inform clinical guidelines and encourage further research, particularly large-scale randomized controlled trials, to validate and expand upon these promising results.
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	The abstract is generally comprehensive but would benefit from specifying the study designs of the included articles and defining what constitutes "high-dose" and "low-dose" nitroglycerin. Including brief quantitative outcomes (e.g., reduction in intubation rates or time to symptom relief) could further strengthen its impact.
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	The language is mostly clear and appropriate for scholarly communication, but minor grammatical improvements would enhance the readability.
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