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	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.


	The manuscript makes a significant contribution to the scientific community. It reports a rare and serious extra-articular complication of rheumatoid arthritis (RA), namely complete atrioventricular block (AVB). This case study, supported by a literature review, highlights the importance of regular cardiovascular assessment in patients with long-standing RA, even in the absence of typical risk factors. It underscores the complex pathophysiology of AVB in RA and the limited role of anti-inflammatory therapy in such cases. The findings emphasize the need for clinical awareness and coordinated care. This work provides valuable insights for improving the diagnosis and management of rare cardiac complications in RA.
This manuscript highlights a rare and important case of AV block as an extra-articular manifestation of RA. It is well-supported by clinical data, imaging, and relevant literature. The clear diagnostic approach and concise discussion make it valuable for both clinicians and researchers. 
However, some sections need clearer language and tighter editing for better readability. Repetitive content in the background and discussion can be trimmed. The decision to avoid biopsy is valid but would benefit from a stronger explanation. The document needs to be presented in proper format too.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and informative but too long and dense. This may reduce its impact and make it harder for readers to quickly grasp. A shorter, more concise title would improve readability while retaining the essential message.
Unmasking Atrioventricular Block in Rheumatoid Arthritis: A Case Report of a Rare Extra-Articular Involvement
	

	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.


	1) Add and opening line to the case report to highlight a rare and severe cardiac complication in 42 years old patient suffering from celiac disease with long standing RA. This will help to clarify the intent and contextualize the case.
2) Kindly give a brief mention of the suspected mechanism causing the complex aetiology.

3) How did pacemaker implantation create a positive impact on the patient.

4) Mention about the discharge outcome and follow up to give a complete insight of the case.   

Abstract must be enhanced to provide further clarity and positively impact the readers with the topic.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct but would require few changes.
1) Grammatical and structural formatting is required for better clarity and flow.

2) Inclusion of more quantitative date can be more beneficial for the clarity.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Most recent referencing is from 2019.
2. It is important to note that with time and evolving medical insights, manuscript needs to be strengthened on it’s scientific ground.

3. Consider adding references from 2020 to 2022 as there are recent reviews present too.

1) Ntusi, N.B., et al. (2022). Cardiovascular manifestations of systemic autoimmune diseases. Nature Reviews Cardiology, 19, 451–467.

2) ESC Guidelines (2021). ESC Guidelines for the diagnosis and treatment of cardiac arrhythmias.

The above references can be taken as suggestions too.
	

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


	Kindly make use of professional medical language with strong English- speaking skills. Scientific content is strong, requires minor polishing. Certain suggested changes can make the manuscript align well with international standards also.
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