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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. Yes. 

The manuscript covered almost all the treatment approaches focusing on local and generalized 
granuloma annulare lesions. However the article could not distinguish between the diseases and 
the symptom (GA).  
 
2. Yes. 
3. No. 
4. No. 
5. No. 
6. Reference suggestions: 

 
Bernárdez C, Molina�Ruiz AM, Vano�Galvan S, Urech M, Saceda-Corralo D, Moreno�Arrones 
OM, Requena L, Camacho FM. Sex hormone status in premenopausal women with frontal fibrosing 
alopecia: a multicentre review of 43 patients. Clinical and Experimental Dermatology. 2017 Dec 
1;42(8):921-3. 
Dabski K, Winkelmann RK. Generalized granuloma annulare: clinical and laboratory findings in 100 
patients. Journal of the American Academy of Dermatology. 1989 Jan 1;20(1):39-47. 
Veraldi S, Bencini PL, Drudi E, Caputo R. Laboratory abnormalities in granuloma annulare: a 
casecontrol study. British Journal of Dermatology. 1997 Apr 1;136(4):652-3. 
Studer EM, Calza AM, Saurat JH. Precipitating factors and associated diseases in 84 patients with 
granuloma annulare: a retrospective study. Dermatology. 1996;193(4):364-8. 
 
7. Additional Comments: 

a) The literature review  and the objective of the study did not aim to find the cause and the 
mechanism of GA. But the information in the abstract is misleading. 

b) Is there association with age and hormones? The introduction would remain incomplete 
without few more clarification regarding casue of GA among elders.  

c) The article is a literature review. But the title resembled more or less findings from meta 
analysis. A meta analysis demands tables of the analysis. Please include tables.  

d) What is the importance and significance of including two reviewers for this study, is not 
clear. 

e) Data were not summarized rounding the number of reviewers and the classification of GA. 
f) There is lack of clarification on whether the GA is a disease or symptom while treatting the 

GA. 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 Yes 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Spelling and grammar check would improve the quality of the manuscript. 
 

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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