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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.


	The manuscript highlights the influence of HSV – Type – 1 infections in burns patients and the role of preventive aspects and early targeted systemic therapy in salvaging grafts and reducing morbidity. Their proposed pragmatic, risk-stratified approach aiming to balance prevention and treatment, minimize harm from overtreatment, and preserve efficacy of antivirals are also highlighted. 
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	The abstract is apt and comprehensive. It needs few corrections here & there….
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	References are recent. But it is not appropriately sinking with the sentences quoted in the article. Moreover, the references cited in total are around 30 in number - But in the article only references up to 20 are being cited up and the remaining 10 is not used up...Kindly look into this to cite the reference appropriately...
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	Overall, on looking at the submitted manuscript, it’s quite okay. Corrections are to be made here and there to look impressive and acceptable.
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