Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Dermatological Science

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRDES_153464

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Reticular alopecia areata associated with subclinical hyperthyroidism

	Type of the Article
	


General guidelines for the Peer Review process: 
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.

To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
Important Policies Regarding Peer Review

Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/  

Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers 
	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 of major value to the scientific community as it highlights an uncommon clinical presentation of alopecia areata—the reticular pattern—in association with subclinical hyperthyroidism due to Graves-Based disease. 
By documenting this case, the authors reinforce the known association between autoimmune hair loss and thyroid dysfunction, while highlighting the status of comprehensive thyroid screening in patients with moderate to severe or atypical variants of alopecia areata.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is perfectly acceptable and clear.


	

	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.


	· It clearly states the background and the clinical significance of the AA-thyroid association.

· It presents the case with key details (age, sex, phototype, clinical description, and diagnosis).

· It concludes with a strong, clinically relevant take-home message.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically precise. The clinical findings are consistent with the diagnosis, the link with Graves' disease is well-supported by epidemiological and genetic mark, and the treatment strategy is appropriate and evidence-based. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
The authors have taken suitable steps to protect patient privacy and have obtained authorization for photographs. Minor additions regarding informed approval, conflicts of interest, and ethical approval would bring the manuscript into full compliance with standard publication ethics guidelines (such as those of the Committee on Publication Ethics - COPE).
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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