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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

1. What were the reasons for exclusion criteria ? 
2. Was ANA done in all patients? And pattern of ANA? 
3. Was anti ds-DNA test done ? 
4. Any relation to profession or outdoor exposure ? 

 

 
Patients not willing to give written consent (ethical justification), patients with 
malignancies (due to association of paraneoplastic syndrome and nutritional 
deficiencies) and those who have drug induced lupus (due to non existence 
of proper clinical history). 
The dsDNA was preferred, although all those patients have been taken who 
previously diagnosed / known cases of SLE by different Rheumatologists 
and healthcare providers. The patients had already previously anti-dsDNA 
report upon which diagnosed was made. 
The demographical profile was preferred to explore the clinical presentation 
of SLE in this simple observational (cross-sectional study).    
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