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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 is important for several reasons:
1. It documents a rare clinical coexistence, contributing to the global database of autoimmune dermatological cases.
2. It highlights potential shared pathogenic mechanisms that may guide the development of targeted therapies in the future.
3. It demonstrates a thorough diagnostic workflow that clinicians can adopt for similar presentations.
4. It reminds us—aligned with the Islamic principle of seeking beneficial knowledge (al-‘ilm al-nāfi‘)—that skin diseases must be approached holistically, integrating clinical, immunological, and genetic perspectives.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and descriptive.
If a more academic alternative is desired:
“Clinical Overlap of Vitiligo and Psoriasis: A Histopathologically Confirmed Case Report.”

	

	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 generally comprehensive but could be improved by:
Adding specific clinical findings (lesion sites, diagnostic modalities, treatment response).
Stating the explicit objective of the case report.
Including a final sentence on clinical implications or possible shared immunity-related mechanisms.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound overall. Suggested improvements:
Strengthen the logical flow in the Discussion when linking this specific patient’s findings to the immunological theories cited.
Ensure consistency in reference citations; do not mix superscript numbers with parenthetical references.
Slight reorganization of the clinical section will improve clarity and coherence.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally adequate and many are recent. Recommendations:
Add more up-to-date reviews (2020–2024), especially on immunopathogenesis and inflammasome-related mechanisms.
Correct the citation for reference #8, which appears to have an incorrect page range.
Strengthen the bibliography with at least one modern genetic/immunology-focused article on psoriasis–vitiligo overlap.

	

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


	The English is understandable but would benefit from light professional editing to improve fluency and correct areas influenced by direct translation from Spanish.

	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a case of the coexistence of psoriasis and vitiligo—two common autoimmune dermatological conditions that only rarely appear together in the same patient. The report holds scientific value because it provides additional clinical and histopathological evidence regarding a possible shared immunological pathway, particularly involving T-cell dysregulation, inflammasome activation, and failures in peripheral tolerance. The authors offer a comprehensive diagnostic approach, and the case enriches the dermatological literature on overlap syndromes that remain insufficiently documented.
The therapeutic section is good; adding rationale aligned with international guidelines would enhance i
Image captions should be more structured (lesion description, diagnostic interpretation, relevance).
Ensure consistency: use achromic instead of acromic.
The manuscript is concise and respectful of scientific clarity—reflecting the Islamic value of moderation (al-wasatiyyah) in communication.
The manuscript is clinically relevant, well-documented, and scientifically acceptable; however, minor improvements in language, reference formatting, and the depth of the discussion are recommended
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No major ethical concerns detected.
However, authors must clearly state that:
Informed consent for clinical photographs was obtained.
The case does or does not require ethical committee approval according to institutional standards.
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