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	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 crucial importance of oral and cutaneous involvement in its diagnosis and management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Inclusion of Future Studies (2024-2025): The stated search period (2005-2025) includes years *beyond the current date* (2025). This is impossible and invalidates the methodology   

· The Flowchart: starting abstracts screened = 79 vs total titles screened = 1265. This undermines the reliability of the selection process.

· Small Sample Size: Only 13 patients from 11 case reports over 20 years. This is insufficient to draw meaningful conclusions about demographics, clinical features, prognosis, or treatment outcomes for a rare disease.

· Excluding non-English articles risks missing relevant cases published in other languages.

· References cited in tables/text (e.g., Merglováa [7], Gautam [8]) do not correspond correctly to the reference list (where [7] is Huang, [8] is Gautam).

· Misleading Survival Rate: Claiming an 84% survival rate is unreliable because:

· Follow-up was missing for 2 cases.

· 1 case was still undergoing treatment (outcome unknown).

· Follow-up duration varied drastically (1 month to 8 years).
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