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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.


	This manuscript provides a comprehensive and well-structured synthesis of current evidence on the pathophysiology, prevention, and management of pressure injuries. By integrating foundational biological mechanisms with contemporary preventive strategies and emerging regenerative therapies, the review bridges the gap between basic science and clinical practice. The multidisciplinary perspective makes this article particularly valuable for clinicians, surgeons, nurses, and healthcare policymakers involved in wound care. Overall, the manuscript serves as a useful reference for improving evidence-based prevention and management of pressure injuries in diverse healthcare settings.
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	Yes, the title is appropriate, informative, and accurately reflects the scope and content of the manuscript. It clearly highlights the key components—pathophysiology, prevention, and evolving management—of pressure injuries.
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	No, The abstract could briefly mention the methodological approach (systematic narrative review) to further strengthen transparency
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and technically accurate. The concepts related to skin anatomy, wound healing, pressure injury pathophysiology, classification, prevention strategies, and management are well supported by current literature. The discussion on emerging regenerative therapies is balanced and appropriately cautious, reflecting the current level of clinical evidence.
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	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and largely up to date. The manuscript includes authoritative guidelines, systematic reviews, and high-quality clinical studies. The inclusion of recent publications (up to 2024) strengthens the scientific credibility of the review. No additional references are mandatory.
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	Yes, the language is clear, professional, and suitable for scholarly publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No.
This is a literature review article and does not involve human or animal experimentation. Therefore, ethical approval is not required.
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	No competing interest issues were identified.
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	No plagiarism is suspected. The manuscript appears original and appropriately cited.
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