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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 practical and useful treatment option for a difficult corneal condition. Recurrent immunological corneal ulcers are often challenging to manage, especially in patients with autoimmune disease. The case clearly shows how dehydrated amniotic membrane can help in faster healing when standard treatment is not sufficient. The report is especially valuable for clinicians working in resource-limited settings where access to cryopreserved tissue is difficult. It adds real-world clinical experience that can guide ophthalmologists in similar cases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content of the 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 generally clear and well structured. It summarizes the background, case details, management, and outcome properly.

Suggestions:

· Add one line mentioning the patient’s systemic autoimmune background earlier, as it is clinically important.

· Mention the follow-up duration (3 months) in the abstract to highlight outcome stability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound.
The case is clearly presented with proper clinical findings, treatment steps, and outcome documentation. The discussion explains the mechanism and role of amniotic membrane appropriately. The conclusions are reasonable and not exaggerated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant and appropriate for the topic.
	

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


	Overall language is understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures are helpful but image quality and labeling can be improved.

· Remove repeated French text near figures.

· “Prospective study” mentioned under ethics is misleading since this is a case report.

· Keywords are appropriate but can include “Autoimmune disease” and “Ocular surface disorder”.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical concerns. 

· This is a single case report, but the manuscript mentions a “prospective study.” This should be corrected.

· Confirm that patient consent includes permission for publication of images.
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