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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The imaging findings, especially the TEE description of shredded cusps with loss of coaptation, are compelling. However, it needs to be expanded as a case report: case report. clinical timeline, microbiologic context, treatment course, heart-failure management details, and decision-making around surgery.

 This is an interesting and potentially publishable case. The echocardiographic findings are clinically important, and the fatal course underscores the severity of acute aortic regurgitation complicating infective endocarditis. However, I have following comments to improve for publication: 
1. Please include key laboratory and clinical data: inflammatory markers, leukocyte count, hemoglobin, renal function trend, urinalysis if relevant, and any evidence of embolic or immunologic phenomena.
 2. It would strengthen the report to state whether the case fulfilled modified Duke or DukeISCVID criteria, and on what basis. 
3. You write that urgent aortic valve replacement was indicated, but not why it was not performed in time. Was surgery delayed by transfer logistics, need for stabilization, lack of immediate access, renal failure, refractory pulmonary edema, or sudden death? It is not a negative remark, but this point is central to the learning value of the case
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