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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. To improve the Clinical awareness of a rare , often misdiagnosed Autoimmune disorder.
2. To stress the importance of clinical diagnostic criteria, particularly McAdam’s criteria, in the absence of specific biomarkers

3. Discusses the effectiveness of first line steroids, use of Immunosuppressive agents and newer biological therapies
4. Focusses on multidisciplinary research in this area.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	To make it more compelling/attractive:

"Relapsing Polychondritis with Auricular and Ocular Involvement: A Case Report and Literature Review."
	

	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.


	It is definitely a good summary of the case requiring some additions.

 It Briefly describes the case, including symptoms, laboratory findings, and treatment mentioning the diagnostic criteria, differential diagnosis, and therapeutic strategies.It Included the keywords for indexing also.
My Suggestions:

1. Addressing the prevalence and importance of the clinical case presentation.(Background Context not addressed)

2. The conclusion is not clear. It tells about Literature review
3. No future perspectives

4. Gaps in the research not addressed
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has a structured format using the Established Criteria for diagnosis and even putting the reference dating back to 1976.Laboratory testing and Imaging usage is appropriate and treatment approach is evidence based.
My Suggestions:

1. Pathogenesis of Relapsing Polychondritis could be more elaborate addressing the recent immunological links.

2. Limitations section is missing

Being a single case report, No Statistics needed. But generalising this information to the general Population is not possible. That should be mentioned. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate.
      They address the important papers of diagnostic criteria.

My suggestions: 

1. Very old journals have been addressed(2004)

2. Recent reviews and clinical studies are available for reference .
	

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


	Good quality for Scholarly Communication. But needs some improvements in making the sentences less complex and readable with clarity.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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