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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The paper is an interesting, well-organized and well-written double-blind randomised 

controlled trial with the aim to compare the of triclosan-coated sutures (TCS) and 

non-coated sutures (NCS) on wound healing and wound complications. Following 
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inclusion and exclusion criteria 150 patients on 210 were included in the study and 

divided into 2 groups. All patients were assessed using ASEPSIS wound scoring system 

and a  ‘yes/no’ questionnaire regarding the wound, moreover, their characteristics 

were recorded. The study highlighted the wound healing or the reduction of infections is 

not associated with TCS use.  Comment 1: a stratification of sample is mandatory, an 

age-related subgroups analysis could be useful to understand if, for example, elder 

patients have benefited from the TCS use. Comment 2: The authors should insert a cost 

paragraph in discussion. 
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