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Compulsory REVISION comments 
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The criteria for inclusion and exclusion of patients selected for 
reconstruction with the groin flap are missing. In fact, the 
groin flap is mainly used for the reconstruction of large 
cutaneous deficits of the back of the hand and sometimes for 
the reconstruction of the back of the fingers. 
Furthermore is also missing the description of the limits 
connected to the reconstruction with groin flap which prevents 
the use of the hand before the detachment of the pedicle at 21 
days (average) from the first intervention and the bulky due to 
excess tissue after reconstruction. 
 
A complete revision of  English of the paper is necessary.  
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revision of captions and images (missing letters in images, 
Figure 5)  
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