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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.


	The detailed integration of microbiological evidence with multimodal cardiac imaging provides valuable diagnostic knowledge and reinforces best practices for early detection. It gives a clear relevance to the scientific and clinical community as it highlights a rare but serious etiology of constrictive pericarditis
	

	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.


	generally well structured.  Minor additions and tightening of emphasis to enhance clarity, completeness:-
First, the abstract may briefly mention the patient’s major risk factor.

Conclusion could be slightly more focused by emphasizing the educational value for clinician
	

	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.
	recent literature—particularly within the past 5–10 years—is more comprehensively cited.
	

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


	The overall language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The required revisions are mainly minor, focusing on language polishing, slight strengthening of the abstract and possible addition of a few recent references. 
No major scientific, ethical, or methodological deficiencies are identified.
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