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	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.


	Diabetic foot ulcers (DFUs) are a pivotal, yet often underrecognized complication that is highly implicated in the morbidity and premature mortality experienced by people with diabetes. This pooled observational study identified prognostic factors—including peripheral arterial disease, cardiovascular comorbidities, ulcer duration, infection with multidrug-resistant organisms, and markers of frailty such as handgrip strength—that are strongly associated with survival in patients attending specialist wound care services. Not only could these insights teach clinicians about patient subgroups at especially high risk, but they also emphasize the dire need for multifaceted and patient-focused approaches to enhance prognosis. The review provides the scientific community with a solid evidence base to underpin future research into specific preventative interventions such as clinical guidelines and health policy aimed at reducing mortality from DFUs around the world.
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	Yes — the title “Mortality Burden of Diabetic Foot Ulcer: A Systematic Review” is appropriate because it clearly conveys the main focus (mortality burden), the population of interest (patients with diabetic foot ulcer), and the study type (systematic review).
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	The abstract is largely well-structured and covers the key parts: background, methods, results, and conclusion. It offers related numerical data, highlights important risk factors, and emphasizes the clinical implications of DFUs.
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and generally correct. It adheres to established systematic review methodology, follows PRISMA 2020 guidelines,
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	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and appropriately technical for an academic audience
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