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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 to the scientific and medical community because it highlights a rare and atypical initial presentation of systemic lupus erythematosus, with ascites as the dominant clinical feature. By documenting this uncommon manifestation, the report broadens clinicians’ awareness of the diverse spectrum of SLE presentations and emphasizes the need to consider autoimmune etiologies in cases of unexplained ascites, particularly in young women. The detailed diagnostic approach and favorable response to immunosuppressive therapy provide valuable practical insights for differential diagnosis and management. Overall, this case contributes to improved early recognition and timely treatment of rare serosal involvement in SLE, potentially reducing diagnostic delay and morbidity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES
	

	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 and provides a clear overview of the background, clinical presentation, proposed pathophysiology, and management of SLE presenting with ascites. However, a few refinements could improve its clarity and impact.

Suggestions:


•
Clearly state that this is a case report in the opening sentence to set the context for readers.


•
Briefly mention the key diagnostic criteria or tests (e.g., positive ANA/anti-dsDNA and low complement levels) that led to the diagnosis of SLE.


•
Add a short concluding sentence emphasizing the clinical message, such as the importance of considering SLE in the differential diagnosis of unexplained ascites.


•
Consider shortening or simplifying the discussion of pathophysiological mechanisms in the abstract to keep the focus on the case presentation and its clinical significance.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Based on general standards for case reports and reviews in clinical journals, the references should be recent and relevant to the topic of systemic lupus erythematosus (SLE) presenting with serosal involvement, particularly ascites. If the current reference list leans heavily on older studies or general reviews without including recent case reports or updated clinical reviews on SLE with serositis, then additional recent and specific references would strengthen the manuscript.

Suggestions for reference improvement (to include in the review form):

1.
Ensure inclusion of recent case reports or reviews (last 5–10 years) that specifically discuss ascites or serosal manifestations in SLE.

2.
Add up-to-date guidelines or consensus statements on the diagnosis and management of SLE from major rheumatology organizations (e.g., EULAR, ACR).

3.
Consider including references on diagnostic challenges and differential diagnosis of ascites in autoimmune diseases to contextualize the case within a broader clinical framework.

Example types of references to add (if not already cited):

•
Recent case reports detailing SLE presenting with ascites or serositis from the last decade.

•
Updated clinical practice guidelines for SLE diagnosis and management (EULAR/ACR).

•
Articles reviewing uncommon initial presentations of SLE and their implications for clinical practice.
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	Yes good
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues
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