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	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	AE,	
I	read	with	interest	the	article	titled"	Management	Non-Healing	Trophic	Ulcer	in	Leprosy
Patient	with	Combination	of	Injection	and	Topical	Platelet	Rich	Plasma"	
The	manuscript	is	acceptable	after	minor	revision:	
1-	reference	numbers	at	the	end	of	some	sentences	are	missing,	for	example	in	the	below
sentence:	
Croveti	et	al.	reported	the	effectiveness	of	topical	platelet-rich	plasma	in	gel	form	in	24	
cases	of	chronic	ulcers	with	various	causes	such	as	diabetes	mellitus,	trauma,	neuropathy,
vascular	insufficiency,	and	vasculitis.	
Please	be	sure	that	all	sentences	that	you	quoted	have	reference	numbers.	
2-	the	quality	of	the	figures	is	very	low,	please	improve	the	quality.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	EIC	
The	reviewer(s)	have	recommended	publication,	but	also	suggest	some	minor	revisions	to
the	manuscript.	Therefore,	I	invite	the	author	to	respond	to	the	reviewer(s)'	comments	and

8	Feb	2020

8	Feb	2020
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revise	his	manuscript.	
Kind	regards,	

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	Author,	
Your	article	is	reviewed	by	the	reviewers	carefully.	According	to	their	comments,	this
document	needs	minor	revision.	Please	follow	their	comments	as	requested.	
Thanks.	

8	Feb	2020
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Revision	(1)

Reply	to	Reviewers

Ideally,	 the	 reviewing	process	can	significantly	 improve
the	submitted	manuscripts	by	allowing	the	authors	to	take
into	account	the	advice	of	reviewers.	Author(s)	must	reply
to	all	reviewers'	comments	in	a	separate	Word	file,	point
by	point.	A	"Reply	to	Reviewers"	document	is	submitted
along	 with	 revised	 manuscript	 during	 submission	 of
revised	files,	summarizing	 the	changes	 that	 the	authors
made	 in	 response	 to	 the	 reviewers'	 comments.	 The
responses	 to	 reviewers'	 comments	 specifies	 how	 the
authors	addressed	each	comment	the	reviewers	made.

You	 can	 read	 the	 authors'	 responses	 to	 the	 reviewers'
comments	in	the	next	page.
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Reply to Reviewer 1

Dear Reviewer 1,

Q1: reference number at the end of some sentences are missing, for example in below sentence:

Croveti et al. reported the effectiveness of topical platelet-rich plasma in gel form in 24

cases of chronic ulcers with various causes such as diabetes mellitus, trauma, neuropathy, vascular 

insufficiency, and vasculitis. 

Please be sure that all sentences that you you quoted have reference number.

A1: some paragraphs and references already revised and highlighted in a word file.

Q2: quality of figures are very low, please improve the quality. 

A2: already add some new figures but unfortunately we only have some low quality photos due to bad 

smartphone camera and technique in that situation.

Thank you for the revision comment.
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Revision	(1)

Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	Author,	
The	document	is	reviewed	carefully	by	the	reviewers.	According	to	their	comments	and	your
revisions	as	requested,	this	manuscript	is	accepted.	
Thanks.	

16	Feb	2020
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