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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 manuscript provides significant clinical value by documenting a rare and life-threatening complication of infective endocarditis (IE): a pseudoaneurysm of the left coronary sinus. While IE is well-documented in bicuspid aortic valve (BAV) patients, this case specifically highlights the diagnostic challenges of subacute presentations and the critical role of multimodality imaging in identifying peri-annular extensions that are often missed on initial screening. By illustrating the progression from a common dental procedure without prophylaxis to systemic embolization, the report reinforces established but vital guidelines regarding clinical vigilance in young patients with congenital heart disease. Furthermore, it serves as a practical reference for the necessity of early surgical referral in complex "mitro-aortic" involvement to prevent hemodynamic collapse
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is descriptive, technically accurate, and mentions all key clinical components: the pathology (Infective Endocarditis), the underlying anatomy (Bicuspid Aortic Valve), and the primary complication (Pseudoaneurysm of the Left Coronary Sinus)
	

	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.


	Yes, it is comprehensive. It follows a logical flow from the background of BAV as a risk factor to the specific case details and final clinical takeaways

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
Yes. The manuscript aligns with established medical literature regarding:
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Generally sufficient, but could be updated. The manuscript cites foundational papers (2002, 2005) and the 2023 ESC Guidelines, which is excellent for current standards
	

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


	Yes. The language is formal, uses appropriate medical terminology, and maintains the objective tone required for scholarly communication. There are minor typographical errors (e.g., "pseudoanevrysm" in the Figure 1b caption) that should be corrected during proofreading

	

	Optional/General comments


	The inclusion of high-quality TTE and TEE images significantly strengthens the report
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Surya Teja Nakka, Kiran College of Nursing Under Rajeev Gandhi University of Health Sciences, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


