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Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

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.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
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Minor REVISION comments

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

Optional/General comments

First, in the introduction, expand on TA (demographics and world prevalence) and give at least a brief
description of types of TA for the sake of clarity to the reader. Exercise: Add subheadings within the
pathophysiology section for key concepts Simplify concepts like heat shock proteins; elaborate on
immune mechanisms. Your case presentations should be more specific in its treatment options and
address prognosis and where appropriate, follow up. This will allow the reader to appreciate the
reasoning behind clinical decisions and result. Followed by a comparative table between TA and
diseases with similar presentation in differential diagnosis with distinctive features. Further describe
imaging modalities, outlining the pros and cons of each while highlighting the pertinent Doppler findings
associated with TA.

The treatment part would benefit from a more clearly defined management protocol and discussion of
the chronic effects of glucocorticoids. It would also be a value-added to include more recent therapies
such as TNF-a inhibitors, and lifestyle management strategies for prolonged management of the
illness. Lastly, suggest future research for TA-specific biomarkers and genetic factors to close the gap
between the empirical identification of disease and an understanding of its etiology and HLA
associations. A flowchart should be added for diagnosis and treatment here to aid readability and logic.

These changes aim to enhance the depth of the paper while maintaining its accessibility to both
clinicians and researchers.
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