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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The subject has been extensively studied in literature and applied routinely in clinical practices.
However the author has failed to convince logically. The author is sharing his experience with the NWPT therapy but the process/ procedure has not been explained logically 
NWPT AND Vac are interchangeable but VAC refere more to the closure of wound rather the intermediary role of NWPD when wound are optimized and is often of short duration contarary to the VAC
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Not exactly.
Our experience of  NPWT in Complex wounds presenting to surgical unit
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	Methodology is vague. Conclusion is literature based rather then study in hand. Key words are minmum
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Not correct. Needs major changes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	adequate
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	It has to be revised. Almost every word and sentence needs re pharsing
	

	Optional/General comments

	This article needs alot of correction. The title is not adequate. The abstracts needs revision of phrases, conclusion to be rewritten, key words to be added. Mimum of 3
The methodology need s alaboration. The inclusion criteria is avgue and so as the exclusipon criteria
Results are dubious. For instance the mean age was between 18 and 64 under the procedure heading while in Result section it is between 19 and 78etc
Discussion : author has failed to compare it with an international literature. Similarly the stregnths and limitation of the study are not mentioned 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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