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PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 scientific work is dedicated to the most acute problem of modern medicine - infective endocarditis and its high-risk complication - aortic regurgitation. The work discusses clinical cases of perivascular spread of infection and rapid destruction of valves that developed in the mentioned nosology.
I think that the work is scientifically valuable, it will be interesting for both theorists and clinicians.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The content of the article is fully consistent with the content.
	

	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.
	The abstract of the article fully reflects the content of the work and is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The content of the text of the work is undoubtedly reliable from a scientific perspective and does not raise any doubts in this regard.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	The paper cites five literary sources, most of which are modern, and the literary sources are cited correctly. Considering the very low incidence rate of the nosology, I think the number of literary sources is satisfactory. I
have no additional literary suggestions.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The content of the article is in full compliance with the English language of scientific communication. The content of the article is presented in clear, understandable and grammatically correct English.
	

	Optional/General comments
	I have no comments regarding the article. I evaluate it positively and believe that the article deserves publication in a scientific journal.
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	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)
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