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	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.


	This manuscript contributes valuable insight into the clinical spectrum of cutaneous mastocytosis (CM) in pediatric populations. It reinforces the predominance of maculopapular cutaneous mastocytosis (MPCM) and highlights atypical presentations like bullous variants and leopard-skin morphology, which are rarely reported. The study also emphasizes the role of diagnostic tools like CD117 immunostaining and serum tryptase levels in identifying pediatric CM, thus aiding clinicians in appropriate management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, the title is suitable and appropriately reflects the content and scope of the manuscript.
	

	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 concise and informative. It clearly outlines the background, methods, key results, and conclusion. No changes are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and methodologically sound. It includes appropriate diagnostic protocols and relevant clinical details. However, the results could be improved with inclusion of a summary table or chart to display subtypes and findings more clearly.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate and recent, covering key literature from 2010–2025. No additional references are required.
	

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


	The language is clear and scholarly. A few grammatical improvements could be made in the discussion section, but overall, the manuscript is well-written.
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	Consider including a flowchart summarizing the diagnostic approach or a comparison table aligning your findings with previous studies for better reader comprehension.
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