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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) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
The publication value of this article is low. 
The aim is not clear and the subject is well known. 
The review of the literature is not well-conducted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
General comments: 
-To facilitate the review of the article, the numbering of lines should have been 
executed. 
-English: grammar and punctuation issues throughout the manuscript. 
Examples of issues: in the title’ littérature’ instead of literature, ‘good calibre’ instead 
of good-caliber, ‘reflexion’ instead of reflection… 
-Abbreviations must be specified before the first use: OCT 
Title: 
Is to be revised, ‘the importance of ophthalmological examination in erythematous 
Lupus’ is more suitable for this paper 
Abstract: 
After reading the abstract, the objective of this paper is to underline the importance 
of ophthalmological clinical examination in the management of Lupus. 
The current abstract didn't highlight the importance of early management of retinal 
damage in Lupus. 
Introduction: 
The aim of this paper must be specified. 
Case report: 
OCTA analysis 
-according to the presented images in Figure 4: there are some ischemic territories 
surrounding the vessels, however, clearer images of the posterior pole in different 
plexi must be presented to analyze accurately the OCTA. 
-the absence of ischemia in the deep capillary plexus and the choriocapillaris must 
be specified, thus the utility of performing the OCTA along with fluorescein 
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angiography in Lupus. 
-after diagnosing retinal involvement did the patient receive systemic corticoids? 
-how did retinal involvement influence the therapeutic approach in this patient? 
Discussion: 
Siting the authors:’Damage to the microcirculation with occlusion of the precapillary 
arterioles, giving rise to the classic dysoric nodules or "cotton wool spots".’ here the 
role of OCTA is to be highlighted, it's the only examination that can reveal 
microcirculation damage. 
It could add a twist to the article to highlight the importance of advanced 
ophthalmological technologies to show a hidden sign in fluorescein angiography. 
siting the authors: ‘Retinopathy generally correlates with SLE disease activity [4,8] 
and these manifestations of SLE retinopathy are generally associated with a good 
prognosis for vision’, referring to which manifestations? 
Conclusion: 
was correct in the context of the importance of ophthalmological examination in the 
management of Lupus.77 
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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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