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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.


	1. Overall, the case does not follow the CARE guidelines.

2. Is the case study only involving one patient explained in the abstract and introduction for easy understanding?

3. Add why this case is important, whether regarding the misdiagnosis of Listeria monocytogenes or the type of treatment?

4. Add information in the discussion section about the type of medication administered to the patient and the period.

5. Why does the epidemiology section mention Staphylococcus aureus?

6. Improve the flow to be more structured: Background → Aim → Case Summary → Conclusion.

7. In the patient information, include the patient's other underlying medical conditions (if any).

8. Create a timeline, perhaps in tabular form, to clarify the treatment sequence.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. title of the article suitable
	

	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 is not yet fully comprehensive and would benefit from further refinement.
 suggest adding:

1. Change the abstract into a background sequence, case summary, diagnosis, intervention, outcome, lessons learned.

2. Clearly state the research objectives in the abstract or case report.

3. State the characteristics of the case study.

4. Clearly state the results of the case study in the abstract.

5. The abstract does not contain a conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is not yet completely scientifically accurate and requires some corrections which have been written in the general comments.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	references are sufficient, need improvement on double references and improvement by using the last 5 years
	

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


	Yes, the English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, it needs to be improved to comply with care guidelines from the abstract to the discussion and conclusion.
	


	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 detail)

No.  No ethical issues in this manuscript
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