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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.


	This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it highlights the diagnostic complexities and challenges associated with atypical presentations of rheumatoid arthritis (RA). By documenting a case where RA initially mimicked multifocal tuberculosis, it underscores the importance of considering RA in differential diagnoses, even when initial symptoms suggest other conditions. The manuscript also sheds light on rare extra-articular manifestations of RA, such as aortitis and sacroiliitis, which are not commonly associated with the disease. This case study emphasizes the need for a multidisciplinary approach in diagnosing and managing atypical RA cases, thereby contributing to a better understanding of the disease's diverse presentations and improving patient outcomes.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Atypical Extra-Articular Manifestations in Rheumatoid Arthritis: A Case of Misdiagnosed Multifocal Tuberculosis
	

	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 of the article provides a concise overview of the case report, highlighting the atypical presentation of rheumatoid arthritis (RA) and the diagnostic challenges it posed. It mentions the initial misdiagnosis of multifocal tuberculosis, the patient's symptoms, and the eventual diagnosis of a complex form of RA. However, there are areas where the abstract could be improved for comprehensiveness:

1. Clarification of Initial Symptoms: The abstract could benefit from a brief mention of the specific initial symptoms that led to the misdiagnosis, such as ocular issues and joint pain, to provide a clearer picture of the diagnostic challenge.

2. Outcome and Prognosis: Including information about the patient's outcome, such as the fatal myocardial infarction, would provide a more complete picture of the case's progression and the severity of the condition.

3. Therapeutic Approach: A brief mention of the treatment strategies employed, such as corticosteroids and the consideration of infliximab biotherapy, would enhance understanding of the therapeutic challenges and decisions.

4. Significance of the Case: Emphasizing the rarity and significance of such atypical presentations in RA could underscore the importance of the case for clinical practice.

Overall, these additions would provide a more comprehensive and informative abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct based on the provided contexts. It discusses a case of atypical presentation of rheumatoid arthritis (RA), which initially mimicked multifocal tuberculosis. The manuscript accurately describes the diagnostic challenges posed by atypical extra-articular manifestations of RA, such as aortitis, sacroiliitis, and scleromalacia, which are rarely reported in the literature. The case report highlights the importance of considering RA in differential diagnoses, even when initial symptoms suggest other conditions like tuberculosis.

The manuscript also correctly references the diagnostic criteria for RA and the rarity of certain manifestations like aortitis and sacroiliitis in RA patients. It discusses the use of imaging techniques for diagnosing aortitis and the exclusion of infectious causes, which aligns with standard medical practices. Furthermore, the manuscript notes the potential for RA to cause scleritis, a known extra-articular manifestation.

Overall, the manuscript provides a detailed and accurate account of a complex RA case, emphasizing the need for careful differential diagnosis in atypical presentations. However, a full scientific validation would require peer review and expert evaluation beyond the provided contexts.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In summary, while the references are generally relevant, supplementing them with more recent and comprehensive sources would enhance the article's credibility and relevance.
	

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


	The language quality of the article appears to be generally suitable for scholarly communications. The text uses appropriate medical and technical terminology, which is expected in scholarly articles, especially in the field of medicine. 
There are a few areas where the language could be improved for clarity and precision. For instance, some sentences are quite long and complex, which might hinder readability. Breaking these into shorter sentences could enhance understanding. 
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