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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) 
 

In the manuscript, the topic of paronychia as a specific entity in clinical medicine was 
summarized, which can be useful as a reminder or instructive literature for clinicians 
(general practitioners or specialists in Dermatology or other relevant clinical specializations. 
 
 
Instead of proposed text of the Title, I suggest the following corrections: “Paronychia, Its 
diagnosis and current potential treatment-based management: brief schematic review” 
 
Yes; however, it should be stylistically remade in the spirit of the English language 
 
I suggest to authors to systematize more the overall text, to avoid repetition (causes of 
acute vs chronic paronychia etc); instead of the existing order of the subsections, after the 
Introduction section I suggest to the authors to start with Etiology, Patophysiology, then 
Anamnestic data and clinical presentation, Diagnosis, and, at the end, section Therapy: a) 
General procedures and prevention; b) Medicament therapy c) Surgical therapy. Topics of 
acute and chronic paronychia may be presented together, or separately with the same titles 
of subsections, but the most important correction is to make better systematisation of the 
topic, as there are too much repetitions. 
 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes 
 
I suggest to authors to add some more focus on some aspects of chronic paronychia in 
Patophysiology section - diabetes (microvascular and macrovascular complications etc), 
pathogenesis of chronic inflammation in contact dermatitis and eczema; and to include 
separate subsection Complications (i.e. infectious flexor tenosynovitis)  
 
 
Regarding pictures, the number of the picture should be indicated in parentheses in the text 
that refers to them 
Instead of the Figure 3, I suggest to add a Table that would have all mentioned causes of 
paronychia, categorized in the Acute causes and Chronic causes. I believe that this would 
improve the quality of the article.  
 
The abbreviations should be explained before using them in the text. 
 
The photographs of the patients are used in the manuscript, so it should be emphasized (in 
section Etical statement) that photographs are published with the consent of the patient, 
following General Data Protection Regulation.  
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
The article should be additionally checked for English grammar and writing style 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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