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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors have proposed a very interesting classification system for understanding 

whether the operative field was extended due to reconstruction as it is necessary to 

include that area for evaluation during the follow up to look for recurrence. I have 

following comments regarding the manuscript:  1. In the Discussion section, please 

compare the proposed classification with the existing classifications reported in the  

literature.  2. Please mention the study limitations in the Discussion section. 

 


