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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.


	This study is important because it adds new information about pediatric Behçet’s disease from Morocco, a country located along the historic Silk Road where the disease is known to be more common. By looking at 35 cases, it shows how the disease can appear in children and how it may differ from adults, especially with more neurological problems and an equal number of boys and girls affected. The results help doctors recognize the condition earlier and choose better treatments to prevent serious complications. The study thus fills a gap in pediatric rheumatology literature and may guide future multicenter studies and therapeutic strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, it lacks the complete description of what kind of study it is. 

“Pediatric Behçet’s Disease in Morocco: A Retrospective Descriptive Study of 35 Cases at the Children’s Hospital of Rabat”

Would be a better title in my view.

	

	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 clear and complete, but a few corrections are needed. In the aim section, the word “paraclinical” should be replaced with “laboratory,” as this better reflects the type of tests included. The study design is also not described correctly. It should be called a retrospective descriptive study, because no inferential statistics or group comparisons were used. The study mainly reports on the epidemiological, clinical, laboratory, and treatment features of the patients.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The study design, methods, and results are consistent with the stated objectives, and the data are presented in a clear and logical way. However, the study should be described as a retrospective descriptive study rather than analytical. Overall, the manuscript provides valid and reliable information on pediatric Behçet’s disease.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Vancouver style references should be numbered in the order they first appear in the text. 

Some of the regional references appear to have inaccurate bibliographic details and may not be easily verifiable. 

· Ref 6. Benamour S, Zeroual B, Alaoui F.
· Issue: This study includes adult patients, not pediatric specifically. In your text, if cited as pediatric, it should be clarified as an adult Moroccan cohort.
· Ref 7. Hamza M, Ayed K.
· Issue:  Likely a miscitation or wrong journal details. Needs checking against PubMed/Index Medicus.

· Ref 8. Laghmari M, et al.
· Issue:  The author list and pages need confirmation. Details are incomplete/possibly incorrect.

· Ref 10. Pico G, et al.
· Issue: There is an Italian pediatric BD cohort, but bibliographic details (author list, volume/issue) look incomplete. Should be corrected with full PubMed entry.

· Ref 12. Du-Boutin LTH, Fain O, Wechsler B, Cochereau I.
· Issue: incorrect author names and citation style.
· It relies heavily on older sources from the 1980s–1990s.To strengthen the manuscript, I would suggest updating the reference list with more recent publications, particularly multicenter pediatric cohorts and registry data published after 2016 like the PEDBD cohort studies, recent systematic reviews on pediatric Behçet’s disease, and updated EULAR/ACR recommendations on management.
· Mason & Barnes criteria are mentioned, but there is no reference number given in reference list.

	

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


	Language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are a few areas where the wording can be simplified or adjusted For example, replacing “paraclinical” with “laboratory” and clarifying the study design as “retrospective descriptive” would make the text more precise, but overall the English is appropriate for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. To make the results more visually informative and reader friendly, I recommend adding a grouped bar graph that compares the frequency of key clinical manifestations in children versus adults with appropriated mention of reference for adult data. 
2. Discussion does not clearly talk about the patients who had relapsed. It would be helpful to mention what treatments these patients were on and why they might have relapsed, such as having severe organ involvement or early disease onset. Adding this would make the paper more useful for doctors and show how treatment affects outcomes. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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