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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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.


	The study could help doctors identify high-risk SAH patients early in their hospital course. Early identification of patients with elevated troponin levels might allow for more intensive monitoring and targeted interventions.
If validated properly, troponin measurement could become a standard part of SAH patient assessment. This could potentially improve patient outcomes by helping clinicians make better treatment decisions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, single centre experience is not clear and key information about the study design are missing

Suggestions: 
1. elevated Cardiac Troponin I Predicts Poor Short-term Outcomes in Subarachnoid Hemorrhage Patients: A Prospective Study

2. Association Between Cardiac Troponin I and Functional Outcomes in Subarachnoid Hemorrhage: A Prospective Observational Study 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	No.

Actual mortality rates are not given, confidence intervals are not mentioned, study duration is not clear, sample size is not provided.

Suggestions:

Study limitations should be modified, percentage and confidence intervals to be included in results, patient number and study design should be included in methods.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, timeline error is there, which needs to be corrected.
Too many variables are used for analysis, ROC analysis are not validated.

Study design needs to be corrected, no sample size or power calculations provided by authors.

Type of Troponin assay can be specified.

Baseline characteristics has many missing variables.

No discussion of contradictory literature.

No comparison to other biomarkers.

Authors can work with a statistician and follow proper reporting guidelines.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	many references are more than 10years old.
Mortality statistics are old.

Recent metaanalysis are not included in the refernces.

There is missing references on recent guidelines on SAH treatment, other biomarkers.
	

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


	Too many passive constructions used by the authors which can make text harder to read and reduces clarity.
the article will need major revision before publication, 


	

	Optional/General comments


	Positive points: research question is clinically relevant, examines both mortality and functional outcomes, good background review of SAH complications. provides data from a developing country, 
Concerns:

Timeline discrepancy, missing key clinical variables such as Fisher grade, aneurysm characteristics.

Treatment implications are not discussed.

English quality below standard

No comparison with other biomarkers

Fix timeline discrepancy 

Improve statistical analysis 

Professional English editing is needed
Add missing clinical variables 

Enhance methodology description
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