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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)

Compulsory REVISION
comments

ABSTRACT: This seems short and did not portray any information warranting any
conclusion to be made.
Author should rewrite this section to really guide the reader to a reasonable conclusion

INTRODUCTION: Author should first explain what collodion baby is. Then classify
ichthiosis before narrowing down to Lamella ichthyosis. See an article written by Chinawa
et al on collodion baby syndrome

INTRODUCTION: Line 19:This should be referenced
INTRODUCTION: Author should highlight why this case report is rare. is this the first time
non surgical methods proved successful in your setting.

Author should ascertain if there is any history of any of the sibs with collodion baby syndrome?
Was histology done for this patient?

What are surgical ways of managing this case? At least, this should be highlighted briefly in
introduction

DISCUSSION: Please talk more of your patient in relation to some literature search.
Discussion should be rewritten to reflect this
References did not follow Vancouver. This should be rewritten in its whole entirety

Minor REVISION comments

CASE REPORT: Recast the sentence in line 40 and 41
Why did the author commence this child on oral antibiotics?

Optional/General comments

Please author should address the comments above
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