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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 is a Case report that details a single case of prosthetic aortic valve infective endocarditis caused by methicillin-susceptible Staphylococcus aureus (MSSA) with multiple systemic embolic complications, emphasising diagnostic challenges and the importance of a multidisciplinary approach.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Multimodal Imaging–Guided Management of MSSA Prosthetic Valve Endocarditis With Peri‑Annular Abscess: A Complex Case Report
This Article Title could also include the imaging which you have multiple figures. 
	

	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, but I would skip e.g. reference to “bilateral knee trauma” is not clinically important unless it influenced management. In the background you could try to declare the clinical relevance in one concise sentence.

Maybe add 1–2 sentences summarizing the unique contribution of your case.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it has all the necessary aspects of the Case Report. In the discussion could you please briefly reconcile guideline indications vs. real-world decision
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, Sufficient. 
	

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


	Yes, language is suitable for the scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Q1) Why is important, what it illustrates or adds? (e.g., incidence, mortality, or why it is dangerous)? What clinicians should do differently next time?

Q2) What makes this case worth reporting? Is it e.g. difficult diagnosing PVE on a bioprosthesis, atypical presentation, value of PET/CT, multisystem embolization? Please let the readers know. Are the Peri‑annular abscesses and systemic embolization being common and severe? PET/CT as a major criterion should explicitly reference the 2015 ESC update or later, thank you. 

Q3 What was the final Management Decision, surgical intervention or if surgery was performed, what was its timing, procedure, and immediate outcome(s)?

Q4) What was the expected prognosis given MSSA PVE + embolic disease + peri-annular extension?

Q5) Could you please add a brief acknowledgment of limitations, for example: Inability to definitively prove metastatic infection of knee prostheses (if no fluid aspiration), e.g., diagnostic uncertainty (e.g., “early abscess” vs definite abscess and etc.)
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer. 
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	There is no suspected plagiarism. 
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