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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 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Abstract: The abstract is too long it would be preferable that the authors present it in the form 
of a structured abstract. Authors should mention the type of study they conducted as well as 
the location and duration of the study if applicable. 
 
Introduction: Good, line 3rd – List some consequences that can occur following the bad 
sicatrization of wounds. 
 
Conclusion: Figure 1 should be placed immediately after the conclusion as recommended by 
the journal checklist (after the 9th line of the conclusion). The caption for Figure 1 should also 
be inserted. 
 
 

 
The abstract is reduced to one half. The location and the duration of the 
study is mentioned. 
 
 
Bad consequences such as ugly scar, arthritis, and cancer are 
mentioned. 
 
 
It is rearranged as suggested. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Overall, the subject treated by the authors is interesting. Congratulations to all the authors. 

 
 
We are very pleased by the nice comments. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

 
There are no ethical issues involved. 
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