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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 because it highlights the diagnostic challenges and clinical variability of Mixed Connective Tissue Disease. It provides a real-case example that can help clinicians recognize key symptoms earlier. The report also emphasizes the significance of serological markers in confirming the diagnosis. This may support improved patient management and better awareness of rare autoimmune overlap conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable, but it can be made more specific.
Suggested alternative: “Mixed Connective Tissue Disease Presenting with Pulmonary Hypertension: A 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 clear and covers the key components, but it can be improved. You may add a brief mention of the treatment given and the patient outcome after management. This will make the abstract more complete and informative. No major deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The clinical presentation, diagnostic criteria, and treatment approach are appropriate and consistent with standard medical understanding of MCTD. Minor improvements could be made in clarity and organization, but the scientific content is accurate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly sufficient, but a few are older. You may consider adding one recent review article (within the last 5 years) on MCTD diagnosis and management to strengthen the reference list.
	

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


	The language is understandable but needs minor grammar and sentence structure improvements to meet scholarly standards.
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