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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

Did the authors obtain skin biopsy of the malar facial 

rash? 

Discussion is too short. No parallels are drawn between 

the different case reports and no thoughts are presented 

in regards to why these diseases are connected. 

Line 106: In what ways do diagnostic criteria for CD and 

SLE overlap? 

Picture C: This does not look like erythema nodosum and 

does not look like the same patient!! Fair skin?? Was 

biopsy taken? 

Table 1: Were skin manifestations observed in any of 

these patients? 

Plagiarism Issue-Yes, picture C does not look like it is 

from the same patient. Fair skin...!! 

- Skin biopsy of the malar rash is not 

done. 

- Diagnosis of SLE was according to 2012 

SLICC SLE criteria. 

- Corrections in discussion part done 
& highlighted. 

- In line 106, its clinical features of 
CD and SLE overlap, correction 
done. 

- Picture corrected 
-  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Line 51 (and elsewhere): The meaning of ‘h/o’ is not 

clear.  

Line 60: ‘Atropic’ should be ‘atrophic’ 

Line 61: What is meant by ‘fundus’?’ 

- h/o stands for history of 

- corrected 

- I meant fundus examination of eye 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you sir/madam.  It helped me to improve 

expression of data in better way.  Thank you for 

your guidance.   

 

 

 


