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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 article describes a case of candida albicans endocarditis. Although rare, Candida albicans represents the most common candidal cause of endocarditis. It highlights the importance of early detection due to its association with a high morbidity and mortality. Certainly, candidemia and candidal endocarditis cases are on the rise, and this can be attributed to the meticulous diagnostic tools utilized. In order to enhance the benefit of this article to the scientific community, I would ask the authors to their diagnostic and treatment approach in further detail as outlined below. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article title is suitable.
	

	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 written extensively detailed with the word count being above the maximum word count of the AJCR policies. Hence, it is recommended to minimize the abstract into a more concise format. Furthermore, the aims of the case report should be stated clearly prior to describing the case. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript requires further clarity in the following points:

- Although mentioned in Figure 1, the type of echocardiogram should be clearly stated in the manuscript, and was a transoesophageal echocardiogram also performed?

- What was the colony count on the blood culture?

- Was it one blood culture bottle positive or two?

- Were there any other identification tests performed such nucleic acid amplification test, fungitell test etc.?

- Where there any other sources of candidemia present (e.g. meningitis, encephalitis, ocular endophthalmitis)?
- Was a lumbar puncture performed to rule out cerebral dissemination? 

- Was further radiological images performed to identify septic emboli (e.g. pulmonary, cerebral, abdominal, vertebral)?

- The fluconazole treatment regimen should be further described in detail (e.g. dose, route, duration)?

- How long was the patient hospitalized in pediatric intensive care unit?

- Was the patient evaluated by Pediatric Cardiothoracic Surgery?


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but a proportion are not recent. A total of 16 references were more than 10 years old.
	

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


	I would like to suggest the following points for improvement:
- The abbreviation ‘FE’ in the first sentence of the “introduction” section should be in parenthesis. 

- The first sentence in the “Case Presentation” should be re-phrased to a more concise introductory sentence. 

- When outlining the patient’s vital signs, the heart rate should be standardized as bpm, where it is stated as bpm in one sentence and ppm in another sentence. 

- There should be a full stop after describing the size of the mass on echo (i.e. 14*12 mm.)

- The statement “very high level c-reactive protein” can be re-phrased to ‘significantly elevated c-reactive protein’. 

- Regarding the statement “Procalcitonin level elevated at 12,3 ng/ml”, is the comma placed as an error (i.e. did you mean 12.3 ng/ml or 123 ng/ml.)?
	

	Optional/General comments


	The discussion section that begins with the statement “Risk Factors for Candida Endocarditis” can be further summarized, in a paragraph or table format.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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