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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 adds to the growing body of evidence supporting the clinical utility of NT-proBNP in diagnosing and managing cardiac and non-cardiac conditions. By evaluating NT-proBNP levels in both dyspneic and non-dyspneic patients across varied comorbidities, it provides useful data for clinicians in tertiary care settings. The study also reinforces the relevance of this biomarker in respiratory and systemic illness, beyond its traditional cardiac associations.
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	The study is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate for the observational design, and the findings are presented clearly. However, the discussion could be strengthened by further elaborating on statistical significance and potential confounding factors.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are mostly relevant and recent. Consider adding 1–2 more recent studies that examine NT-proBNP in non-cardiac dyspnea to support your conclusions further
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Vimal Chaudary, Sri Devaraj Urs Medical College, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


