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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 contributes to the scientific community by documenting a rare and clinically challenging presentation of right-sided infective endocarditis caused by Streptococcus pneumoniae in the absence of classical risk factors such as intravenous drug use. 

1. Given the declining incidence of pneumococcal endocarditis in the antibiotic era, detailed case descriptions remain essential to improve clinical awareness and diagnostic vigilance. 

2. The report highlights the potential role of long-standing intravascular devices as predisposing substrates for infection, even when microbiological evidence of device colonization is lacking. 

3. By emphasizing early echocardiographic evaluation, systematic blood culture sampling, and timely device removal, this case reinforces evidence-based management principles and may help clinicians avoid diagnostic delays in similar atypical presentations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Right-Sided Tricuspid Infective Endocarditis Caused by Streptococcus pneumoniae in a Patient with a Long-Standing Implantable Venous Port: A Rare Case Report
	

	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.


	Instead of implying direct association, mention that the long-standing device may have contributed to susceptibility. The diagnosis was established based on modified Duke criteria, including echocardiographic evidence and repeated positive blood cultures. Including the vegetation size (16 × 8 mm) would add scientific precision and emphasize the severity of presentation. Targeted intravenous antibiotic therapy … led to rapid clinical improvement, microbiological clearance, and favorable clinical outcome. The phrase “rare presentation” and “rare cause” appear closely together. You can streamline this to avoid repetition.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. CRP is typically reported in mg/L. 150 mg/dL would be physiologically implausible

2. However, Device culture was negative, No vegetation was seen on device lead, No imaging proof of device infection; Scientifically, you can state that “Potential predisposing factor” “Possible substrate for bacteremia”.
3. Hb 7.5 g/dL is severe anemia. You mention anemia but do not characterize it. Better say “Severe normocytic anemia”

4. You briefly mention Austrian syndrome but do not elaborate. Scientifically incomplete.
5. Ensure the graph scale is consistent and units are correct. Reviewers often check laboratory unit consistency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Authors are suggested to remove duplicate references as
Reference 3 and Reference 13 — DUPLICATE, Reference 4 and Reference 14 — DUPLICATE, Reference 12 and Reference 15 — DUPLICATE

The recent published article on the same domain given bellow, author can take reference for addition:
1. Sameer Akhtar, Elizabeth Klingensmith, Christian Noblett, Peter Abdelmaseeh, Zaid Ammari; THE VALVE LESS TRAVELED: A RARE CASE OF PNEUMOCOCCAL ENDOCARDITIS WITH ISOLATED PULMONIC VALVE INVOLVEMENT; Cardiovascular DiseaseVolume 168, Issue 4, Supplement A1078-A1079October 2025
2. Shmueli H, Thomas F, Flint N, Setia G, Janjic A, Siegel RJ. Right‐sided infective endocarditis 2020: Challenges and updates in diagnosis and treatment. J Am Heart Assoc. 2020;9(15). doi:10.1161/jaha.120.017293
3. Mayuko Kawamura, Daisuke Ono, Takayuki Kawamura, Kazuyuki Mimura, Eiyu Ebata, Bin Chang, Yukihiro Akeda, Akihiro Yoshitake, Kotaro Mitsutake, Hideaki Oka, A case of infectious endocarditis and vertebral discitis caused by Streptococcus pneumoniae serotype 23A, Journal of Infection and Chemotherapy, Volume 31, Issue 8, 2025, 102749, ISSN 1341-321X, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jiac.2025.102749.

	

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


	Minor issues: Slight tense inconsistencies, Some repetitive transitions, One or two awkward phrasings. For example: without delay all grew Streptococcus pneumoniae, but it should be: All four blood cultures grew Streptococcus pneumoniae.
Main issues: Repetition of “rare”, Overuse of passive voice Slightly circular reasoning, some long paragraphs that need tightening. For example: This case highlights the diagnostic and therapeutic challenges of right-sided infective endocarditis and reinforces the importance of systematic device removal when infection is suspected. Can improve like: This case illustrates the diagnostic and therapeutic challenges of right-sided infective endocarditis and supports early device removal when clinically indicated.
Minor spacing errors (e.g., “redu ction”)
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript describes a rare case of right-sided tricuspid infective endocarditis caused by Streptococcus pneumoniae in a patient without classical risk factors. It highlights the importance of considering infective endocarditis in cases of persistent fever, particularly in individuals with long-standing intravascular devices. The report reinforces the value of early echocardiographic assessment and targeted antimicrobial therapy in achieving favorable clinical outcomes.
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