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The topic of the study would be interesting; DFS is a very complex complication in 

clinical practice with a major economic burden on health care systems; the search is 

based on 12 articles with a total of 7619 patients. The methodological approach appears 

correct, the data are clear and well reported in the tables. The introduction would need 

more discussion of the pathology under investigation and its possible complications and 

classifications in the literature The discussion could be improved by citing recent 

reviews : PMID: 36769345 - PMID: 35428527 The conclusions appear to be in line with 

the study plan. Citation 43 is present in the references but is missing in the text. In 

addition, English revision would be needed to improve the fluency of the text. As it 
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I have now reviewed your paper and recognize the importance of your research 

question. Manuscript NO. 81275 aimed to investigate the association between diabetic 

foot ulcers and vitamin D levels. 1) Manuscript formatting should be revised according 

to BPG guidelines. 2) Overall, the Abstract should be further improved. Consider the 

Abstract as the section that will draw readers' attention to your manuscript. There is no 

clear delineation of the study’s BACKGROUND. METHODS subsection should be more 

detailed. 3) The INTRODUCTION does not establish a clear rationale for the correlation 

between Vitamin D and diabetic foot ulcers. 4) In a Systematic Review, the METHODS 

used should be thoroughly described. The reliability of the results obtained in the 

Meta-Analysis depends on the methodological quality employed. To avoid bias, a 

systematic review should be conducted by at least two authors. Non-compliance with 

this prerequisite compromises the reliability of your results. There is also no mention of 

critical appraisal tools in the METHODS section.  5) The DISCUSSION and RESULTS 

sections should be improved. 

 


