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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.


	Leukemia cutis is a rare manifestation of leukemia and can be challenging to diagnose due to its infrequency. This case report describes an uncommon presentation of leukemia cutis, highlighting key clinical points that clinicians should recognize. The report is structured, simple, and concise—making it a refreshing piece of reading material while still delivering essential information.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think it is better to be shortened to: 
Leukemia Cutis as an isolated extra-medullary blast crisis in Chronic Myeloid Leukemia: A rare case report

Or

Leukemia Cutis as a Rare Presentation of Extra-Medullary Blast Crisis in Chronic Myeloid Leukemia: A Case Report

Also, the author should give more highlights on the “extramedullary blast crisis”; is it from the biopsy? Should mention it because only read that there’s no blast in the peripheral blood. The author should add a sentence to clarify it in the case report. (Or state the “blasts cells” are found in the skin biopsy clearly, for example)
	

	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 short and comprehensive, but I think it should include the patient profile in brief, for example, male, 34 years old, etc. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is quite recent. The oldest are from 2008. But, I suggest adding more references, especially if the author still wants to keep the original title with “…and review of literature” because I feel like the literature is still too limited. 
	

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


	It should be enhanced to make it more enjoyable to read. Some grammar mistakes should be corrected. Can try to use free grammar tools like Grammarly. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, it is a good manuscript. Although some revisions are needed. The author needs to add more references. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, the author already gained informed consent from the patient
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