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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1. NO. 
2. YES. 
3. YES. 
4. NO. 
5. YES. 
6. NA. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

The authors are encouraged to provide a detailed account of the diagnostic evaluations 
conducted, including imaging studies, laboratory tests, and histopathological findings, 
presented in a tabular or graphical format for better visualization. Moreover, the discussion 
should emphasize the unique clinical or educational relevance of the case, drawing attention 
to any distinctive features, rare presentations, or unexpected outcomes that could broaden 
our understanding of systemic lupus erythematosus. Finally, the authors should provide a 
comprehensive review of the current management strategies for SLE, highlighting any novel 
or experimental therapies that could potentially improve patient outcomes. Incorporating 
these elements into the article would augment its scientific value and enhance its potential 
to guide future clinical practice and research. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Systemic lupus erythematosus (SLE) is a disease with multifaceted manifestations, and the 
cases presented in this study do not offer any novel or distinctive features, lacking 
innovation. Moreover, while the patients received conventional therapies such as steroids 
and calcium supplements, no novel biologic agents or small molecule targeted drugs were 
employed, resulting in a limited clinical significance. Furthermore, the description of the 
patients' clinical features in the article is inadequate, with essential details such as anti-
nuclear antibodies, chest CT scans, brain MRIs, and renal ultrasounds missing. Additionally, 
the authors stated that the main clinical feature of the patients was a rash, yet they failed to 
provide sufficient photographic or pathological evidence. In conclusion, this article falls 
short of scientific standards, and the authors should strive to enhance their clinical 
expertise and case presentation skills. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 



 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Shikai Geng 
Department, University & Country Fudan University Shanghai Cancer Center, China 
 


