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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 highlights a very rare but clinically significant complication of thrombolysis, which often goes unnoticed in routine practice. By reporting this case, it adds to the limited literature on alveolar haemorrhage post-streptokinase and may help clinicians keep this possibility in mind when patients present with respiratory distress after thrombolysis, so sharing such reports is important for raising awareness in the cardiology and critical care community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title itself looks okay, it's catchy, but the context is missing; it should add A case report in the title 
	

	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.


	The abstract is clear and conveys the rare nature of alveolar haemorrhage following thrombolysis. However, it is somewhat limited in detail. I would suggest adding a brief mention of the management strategy and the outcome of the case, since that gives readers a complete picture of the case in just a few lines. Also, a short note on why this report is clinically relevant would make the abstract stronger. 
No deletions are necessary, but a little expansion would make it more comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and cover several case reports along with guideline-based citations. However, most of the cited literature is relatively old, with only a couple of recent references included. 
It would strengthen the paper if the authors could add more recent case reports or reviews from the last 5–7 years,
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally understandable, but it could benefit from editing for scholarly communication. At places, the phrasing is slightly informal (e.g., “we faced a dilemma”), and some sentences are long and could be made more concise. Minor grammatical and structural corrections would improve clarity and flow. Overall, the manuscript is readable, but professional language editing is recommended before publication.
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