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	Golimumab-triggered palmoplantar pustular psoriasis in ankylosing spondylitis (AS) represents a significant clinical paradox, highlighting the complexity of immune modulation in autoimmune diseases. While golimumab, a TNF-α inhibitor, is effective in managing AS, its potential to paradoxically induce psoriatic lesions underscores the need for personalized treatment approaches and close patient monitoring. Understanding this adverse effect contributes valuable insights into the intricate mechanisms of cytokine signaling and immune cross-regulation. For the scientific community, documenting and studying such reactions is essential for improving therapeutic strategies and developing safer, more targeted biologics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Topic is informative and unambiguous..
	

	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.


	Essential information is included in the abstract, but its clarity, scientific tone, structure, and grammar could all need some work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The aims, and overall conclusions of the publication exhibit scientific validity, as indicated by the abstract and summary supplied.  However, to increase its credibility, accuracy, and readability overall, it needs to be more precise, clear, and conform to scientific rigor..
	

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

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


	good
	

	Optional/General comments


	good
	


	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Mohammed A. Hasan, Alshatrah University, Iraq

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

