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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.


	The manuscript contains valuable clinical evidence but it have limited literature survey on cefixime- induced cutaneous hypersensitivity vasculitis, it is rare but clinically important adverse drug reaction. It provides guidance to medical practitioner, who identify the disease and make the decisions. To avoid uncommon side effects and also, it prescribes the antibiotics with care. The manuscript has to develop the case report pharmacovigilance to help the patient’s safety.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of article is suitable for this manuscript. It clearly states the drug, the reaction and it also represent the case report which included in the manuscript. Suggesting to add “rare” keyword to enhance the manuscript.
	

	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 also informative and it is not fully comprehensive to the case report. It is suggested to remove repetitive phrases like “it also highlights…” and combine it for better flow. If patient details, timeline, key findings and its treatment with outcome is added, it provides clear understanding of manuscript. 



	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, it contains diagnosis, and clinical reasoning and management is suitable. It has limitation on biopsy and the discussion could briefly expand on alternative causes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references sited is relevant and adequate to the manuscript. Most of references are added in recent findings and few contains older references are appropriate for foundational concepts. Adding 5- 10 references would enhance the manuscript. 

	

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


	The language and quality is moderate for scholarly communication 
	      

	Optional/General comments


	The article is suitable for further scholarly communication after minor language and formatting edit. 
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