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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

It is a simple but interesting and concise narrative review 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

I would like to first acknowledge the authors to provide an overview of the basic 

methods for the management of amputation stumps. 1. Generally, the major causes of 

upper and lower limb amputations are different. Are there any different or special 

management for those two amputation stumps? Furthermore, the postoperative 

managements for minor amputation (eg., finger, toe) and major amputation (eg., below 

or above knee) may also be different. Please clarify.  2. As mentioned in the Coretip and 

Abstract, phantom sensation is one of the postoperative complications after amputation 

surgery. However, this manuscript did not review in this field. It would be useful to 

review the procedures to eliminate or minimize postoperative phantom; for example, 

mirror therapy. 3. The authors review 4 representative shrinkage and shaping methods 

after amputation. What are the advantages and disadvantages of each method? Please 

discuss separately following each paragraph.  4. Since this manuscript is a review 

article, it would be necessary to describe current problems or weaknesses in the 

management of amputation stumps, as well as to clarify future directions in the 

following study. 5. As a review article, 17 references seem to be not enough. Please 

provide more contemporary references. 

 


