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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.

	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific and medical community as it consolidates recent evidence on right heart failure secondary to pulmonary embolism, a critical and often fatal condition frequently encountered in emergency settings. By systematically analyzing diagnostic tools such as echocardiography, computed tomography, and biomarkers, the study enhances understanding of risk stratification and early prognostic assessment in these patients. Furthermore, it highlights the current gaps in therapeutic management—particularly regarding thrombolytic use and advanced circulatory support—thereby guiding future clinical trials and guideline development. Overall, the review provides an updated evidence base that can improve clinical decision-making and patient outcomes in acute cardiovascular care.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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 current abstract of the manuscript is not comprehensive and contains a major inconsistency: the opening paragraph discusses gut microbiota and immune modulation, which is unrelated to the actual topic of right heart failure due to pulmonary embolism. This section appears to have been mistakenly included from another paper and should therefore be deleted entirely.
· The first paragraph about gut microbiota is irrelevant and misleading.
· The results section does not quantify findings (e.g., number of studies, main diagnostic or therapeutic outcomes).
· The conclusion could more clearly emphasize the clinical implications and evidence gaps identified in the review.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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

	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments
1. Replace the incorrect abstract (remove gut microbiota content).
2. Clarify PROSPERO registration and reviewer roles.
3. Simplify PRISMA flow and remove duplicates.
4. Consolidate and reformat repeated references.
5. Add a brief limitations section.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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