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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 paper discusses a clinically significant and well-documented example of apical hypertrophic cardiomyopathy (ApHCM) in a competitive athlete that was overlooked by transthoracic echocardiography but discovered by cardiac magnetic resonance imaging. The subject is pertinent to current sports cardiology practice and emphasizes a significant diagnostic restriction of routine screening.  The manuscript is well-written, fully referenced, and clinically instructive. Several aspects, however, would benefit from modification in order to improve academic rigor, clarity, and conformity with current cardiomyopathy and sports eligibility criteria.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	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.


	1. The Aims Section. 

The goal is well stated, however you can consider including a quick context statement that explains why ApHCM is difficult to detect during athlete screening.
Suggested improvement: Highlight the clinical significance of early and accurate detection in competitive athletes.
2. Introduction Section
The introduction is brief, but it could more effectively emphasize the rarity and diagnostic complexity of ApHCM. To emphasize the significance of ECG abnormalities, consider include a sentence stating that deep T-wave inversions are frequently the first or sole symptom.

3. Case Presentation
The case is adequately summarized. However, consider adding: A brief description of typical physical examination findings that support the "silent" appearance. A concise statement describing how the discrepancy between ECG and echocardiography prompted additional testing. If space allows, provide the athlete's training level or competitive status to improve the sports cardiology context. Avoid unnecessary technical information; save specifics for the primary text.

4. Discussion 
Furthermore, echocardiography usually underestimates apical hypertrophy due to reduced apical visibility. When ECG readings are aberrant but echo is normal, guidelines now indicate MRI as the preferred modality. This will make the abstract more consistent with current ESC/AHA recommendations.
5. Conclusions 

To increase clarity, consider: Highlighting the clinical message: aberrant ECG readings in athletes should not be ignored. Including a brief comment on monitoring and collaborative decision-making, which is quite important in sports eligibility.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically accurate, technically sound, and clinically valid.
The data interpretation is appropriate, the diagnostic processes are warranted, and the findings reached are in line with current evidence and recommendations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript is both scientifically legitimate and technically sound. The data are correctly interpreted, the diagnostic processes are reasonable, and the results are in line with current evidence.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper has high clinical relevance and is appropriate for publication after the suggested modifications. Strengthening the diagnostic framework, increasing the differential diagnosis, and clarifying athlete management options will considerably improve the article's scholarly contribution.
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