
Response to Reviewers 

Dear editors and reviewers, thank you all for making valuable suggestions towards the 

improvement of our manuscript. 

 

 Reviewer #02623966* 

Detail of Review 

Reviewer Name: Athanasia Papazafiropoulou 

Review Date: 2022-02-26 19:04 

Specific Comments to Authors: “It is an interesting manuscript. Authors succeed to present 

their data in a clear way adding information to the existing literature. Therefore, I have no 

corrections to do and the manuscript can be published unaltered." 

Scientific Quality: Grade B (Very good) 

Language Quality: Grade B (Minor language polishing) 

Conclusion: Accept (General priority) 

 

 Reviewer #02519158* 

Detail of Review 

Reviewer Name: Anonymous 

Review Date: 2022-02-28 21:10 

Specific Comments to Authors: “This a well prepared review article concerning an interesting 

question of clinical practice. It brings useful information for all medical practitioners who in 

their practice meet problems of platelet rich plasma application. For this reason, I recommend 

this paper for publication in World Journal of Dermatology.” 

Scientific Quality: Grade C (Good) 

Language Quality: Grade B (Minor language polishing) 

Conclusion: Accept (General priority) 

 

 

 



*Please note that since reviewers #02623966 and #02519158 recommended acceptance of 

the manuscript with general priority and made no comments requesting revisions, these 

reviewers shall not be addressed. We still thank reviewers for taking the time to kindly 

peruse our manuscript. 

 

 Reviewer #05461375 

Detail of Review 

Reviewer Name: Anonymous 

Review Date: 2022-02-28 02:38 

Specific Comments to Authors: “Thank you for writing a review article about the application of 

Platelet-Rich Plasma( PRP) in Diabetic Foot Ulcers. I hope my suggestion can help improving 

this manuscript. DM is a very common health problem in adult patients. Diabetic foot ulcer, a 

very challenging condition to tackle, is not uncommon and is affecting at least 15% of DM 

patients (Orban et al., 2022). In recent years, PRP continues to gain popularity in various 

medical specialty, especially in the field of aesthetic medicine and dermatology. It was reported 

to have beneficial effect in a long list of cutaneous condition with minimal disadvantages. This 

is a timely review to addresses an important and yet unknown issue that may interest clinicians. 

In general, this manuscript is a well-written one. However, there’s inconsistency between the 

wording of title (Diabetic Ulcers), the text (Diabetic Foot Ulcers) and keyword ( Diabetic Ulcers). 

It is preferably to be consistent in the wording throughout the text. Although this is not a 

systemic review, an explicit search strategy is still needed to give a clear picture what sort of 

articles were included in this review. The year involved, the type of database searched, the 

keywords used to locate the studies or literatures should be included and explained in the text. 

It will also be helpful to use a table listing out the details of all the clinical studies included. This 

can make comparison and interpretation of various studies much more easier. Referencing in 

the text is a great problem and is very confusing for readers. -Referencing style appears not 

conforming to the house style of the publisher. -The reference 2, reference 3, reference 6 are 

incomplete. -Referencing is incorrect for Vilella and Santos’ meta-analysis. It should be ref 20. 

“In their meta-analysis, Vilella and Santos18 concluded that evidence indicates favorable 

outcomes with the use of PRP in diabetic ulcers.” -“Tsai et al.18 mentioned neither the presence 

nor the absence of adverse reactions” Tsai et al should be Reference 19 instead. The problem of 

referencing is probably the result of not using a proper referencing manager during the 

manuscript preparation. Proper use of referencing programme is very important, otherwise, it 

will cause a lot of confusion and errors. This is a frequently missed part during the peer review 

process and a great deal of effort will be needed during the publication process. Abbreviation 

of “ANVISA” was not explained in the text (The Brazilian Health Regulatory Agency). General 

readers from other countries will not be able to understand what it stands for. As stated in the 

text: “In all studies analyzed in this review, autologous PRP products were used.” It is important 

to include autologous in the title and the abstract. This can distinguish this manuscript from a 

latest mini-review by Akbarzadeh et al. (2021) Recently, Orban et al. (2022) published a 

prospective, randomized controlled study of autologous PRP involving 72 patients with DFUs. It 



will improve this manuscript by including this study. AKBARZADEH, S., MCKENZIE, M. B., 

RAHMAN, M. M. & CLELAND, H. 2021. Allogeneic platelet-rich plasma: is it safe and effective 

for wound repair? European Surgical Research, 62, 1-9. ORBAN, Y. A., SOLIMAN, M. A., HEGAB, 

Y. H. & ALKILANY, M. M. 2022. Autologous platelet-rich plasma vs conventional dressing in the 

management of chronic diabetic foot ulcers. Wounds: a Compendium of Clinical Research and 

Practice, 33, 36-42.” 

Scientific Quality: Grade C (Good) 

Language Quality: Grade B (Minor language polishing) 

Conclusion: Minor revision 

 

Response to reviewer #05461375 

Dear reviewer, thank you for taking the time to review our manuscript. 

Yes, we agree that there is inconsistency among the words used, indeed. We have made 

suitable modifications to keep these terms in alignment. 

We have now added supplementary material such as tables that will address the suggestions 

regarding search strategies. 

References have been fixed with an appropriate reference manager program. 

We made modifications in the text in order to clarify the meaning of ‘anvisa’. 

We have now included the word ‘autologous’ in the title and the abstract. 

The study by Orban et al. has now been referenced in our manuscript. It is an excellent 

investigation. 

  



 Reviewer #05818012 

Detail of Review 

Reviewer Name: Anonymous 

Review Date: 2021-12-26 13:40 

Specific Comments to Authors: “Diabetic foot ulcer is an important complication of diabetes, 

which affects the quality of life of many diabetic patients around the world. Platelet-rich 

plasma can promote the healing of diabetic foot ulcer and reduce the rate of disability. The 

authors reviewed the preparation and mechanism of platelet-rich plasma, as well as many 

current real-world good practices and outcomes. But there are some problems that need the 

author to think and elaborate carefully. 1. Pathogenesis and repair process of diabetic ulcer. 

The author needs to review this part to pave the way for explaining the potential mechanism of 

exosome-rich plasma in the following part. 2. In view of the pathogenesis of diabetic foot ulcer, 

the research progress on the possible mechanism of platelet-rich plasma in the repair of 

diabetic foot ulcer was analyzed and summarized. 3. The format of references is not uniform. It 

is recommended to rewrite and unify the format.” 

Scientific Quality: Grade C (Good) 

Language Quality: Grade B (Minor language polishing) 

Conclusion: Major revision 

 

Response to reviewer #05818012 

Dear reviewer, thank you for taking the time to review our manuscript. 

Thank you for bringing this to our attention. We have now added a section called 

‘ethiopathogenesis’ in order to further explain the pathogenic mechanisms that contribute to 

the development of diabetic foot ulcers. 

We agree and humbly apologize for the inconsistency in the reference format. Corrections 

have been applied in order to fix referencing issues. 

 


