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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	As fibroelastoma is a rare finding i think that the issue of the manuscript remains important. The management of valvular strands like it can be defined before biopsy remans an topic of discussion in the cardiac surgery field and in this context the topic always urges helpful debate
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title I think should be shorter and more precise. A suggestion might be” Incidental Detection  of aortic valve fibroelastoma”
	

	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 conclusion in the abstract i think should be more concise with . There should be avoided words like…. as it may…..or …..although benign
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Case presentation: Introduction should be more precise about relevance of fibroelastomas and specifically the rate of embolic events related with fibroelastomas. I didn’t see any photo illustration of the echocardiography or in theatre that can be attractive for the readers and can complete the manuscript. I think all the discussion should be organised from the beginning. The conclusion should be more concise 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It should be better if there are more recent references no more that 3 years
	

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


	I think the language can be improved in all the manuscript content
	

	Optional/General comments


	In general the case presentation should be better organised and specially the section of discussion. The conclusion should be more precise 
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