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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	DM and DFU are indeed relevant and have abundant clinical importance. The study synthesised the 10-year clinical data and explored the therapeutic use of exosomes for DFUs. At the same time, the study stressed that exosome isolation, dosing, and delivery need standardisation. There is no mention of the registry of the protocol. Improvement in the methodology is required.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	The title can be improved: A systematic review of the therapeutic potential of ADSC exosomes for DFU healing.

	

	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.


	No
Need to include databases searched. 
When were they searched? 
How did the authors mitigate the bias (risk-of-bias approach)?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	1. Materials and Methods: “This systematic review was conducted following the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) guidelines.” The use of PRISMA is for clear reporting; it doesn’t include methodology guidelines, hence a suitable approach would be to write “The reporting of this systematic review was guided by the standards of the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis (PRISMA) Statement.” 
2. The authors mentioned Web of Science in the abstract but omitted it in the Manuscript methods.

3. The study characteristics table (a descriptive table of included studies) is missing
4. Summary of Findings table missing

5. How were the studies appraised? GRADE approach or any software used?

6. How was the study heterogeneity addressed? 
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	Fairly recent references
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	Yes, however, the results and discussion sections should be separated. 
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	Limitations of the review should be explicitly mentioned.
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