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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detailed case report highlights a rare but important aspect of ANCA-associated vasculitides: cardiac involvement. The argument is based on a pertinent review of the literature, and the clinical case is well presented. 

the strong points are :

- a clinically relevant theme based on a diversified review of the literature  

- a multidisciplinary approach 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This title is appropriate
	

	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 number of words in the abstract exceeds 250 words. 

the abstract is too detailed, the introduction should be deleted. Start with the objective, summarise the case report and conclude.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The case presentation is well documented, but the following shortcomings can be noted 

Missing data such as :

- no information on ANCA type (p or c- ANCA?) and classical antigenic targets (MPO and PR3).

-no information on exploration of pathophysiological mechanisms 

- no comparison with other cases in the literature 

Management is well described, but lacks information on therapeutic decision criteria.

- For example, why did you choose this specific treatment regimen (corticosteroid therapy + immunosuppressants)?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 The majority of bibliographic references are not recent, there are only three articles that are recent (<5 years).
	

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


	Yes of course
	

	Optional/General comments


	   Points for improvement :

- Clarify case presentation

- More in-depth discussion (comparison with other cases)

- Make the text more fluid by improving transitions and avoiding redundancy. 

In conclusion, this case report is very interesting overall, and makes an interesting contribution to the study of cardiac involvement in ANCA-associated vasculitides. However, improvements in terms of structure, critical perspective and conciseness will enhance the scientific quality.
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