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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 case report highlights a rare or clinically interesting presentation of reticular alopecia areata associated with thyroid dysfunction. It may increase awareness among dermatologists regarding possible autoimmune associations and encourage appropriate systemic evaluation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate; however, it would be preferable to clearly indicate that this is a case report. Suggested modification: “Reticular Alopecia Areata Associated with Thyroid Dysfunction: 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 abstract presents a single clinical case. However, it  clear and concise, summarizing the main clinical features and outcome. Overall it is well-written and suitable  for case report.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As a case report, the manuscript is acceptable; however, more details regarding clinical examination, laboratory findings, and follow-up would strengthen the report. Clarification of the diagnostic criteria is also recommended
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant, and up-date. They include recent studies that support the case report and provide sufficient background for the topic
	

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


	Language quality, the English language is understandable but requires minor grammatical revision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is good and well prepared. It can be accepted after minor revisions.
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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 were identified in this manuscript
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer..
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
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Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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