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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 highlights a rare but dangerous side effect of dapsone, a medication frequently used as a steroid-sparing agent in dermatology. Because early detection of haematological complications can avert potentially fatal consequences, reporting such cases is crucial. The case serves as a useful reminder for medical professionals to closely monitor blood parameters in patients undergoing long-term dapsone treatment. In general, the manuscript advances patient safety and clinical awareness.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Indeed, the title is appropriate and accurately conveys the manuscript's content. The medication used, the underlying illness, and the adverse reaction are all mentioned. For greater clarity, the title might be made a little simpler.
Recommended Title: Hemolytic Anemia Associated with Dapsone Therapy in Pemphigus Foliaceus: 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 case's background, clinical presentation, management, and conclusion are all succinctly summarised in the abstract. It gives readers enough details to comprehend the importance of the report. A brief summary of the most important laboratory results and some sentence simplification for easier reading are suggested as minor improvements. There are no significant changes that need to be made.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The diagnosis is supported by clinical findings, laboratory results, and causality assessment, and the manuscript is generally accurate from a scientific standpoint. The treatment strategy outlined is suitable and in line with accepted practices. The scientific presentation would be strengthened, and consistency would be enhanced by clarification regarding the duration and dosage of dapsone therapy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's references are current and pertinent. They provide sufficient justification for the case's background and discussion. The manuscript could be strengthened by including established guidelines or recommendations on monitoring patients receiving dapsone
	

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


	The language is generally clear and easy to understand. Nonetheless, a few small grammatical fixes and better sentence construction would enhance the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Nothing more needs to be said. It is necessary to include guidelines and parameters, and to define the basis for the reference ranges, which aspects are considered and how normal ranges are determined by comparison. Please define what constitutes the reference ranges. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no significant ethical issues raised in this manuscript. 
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are identified.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No evidence of plagiarism was identified during the review. 
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