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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Buruli ulcer can be found in several areas of the world from Africa to Australia. Even in 
Europe might appear sporadically, and family practitioners are not really trained to 
recognize the disease. The appropriate diagnosis is established only after several attempts 
with conventional antibiotics and the suspicion is raised to some unusual infection, when 
the wound is slowly progressing, The treatment of advanced BU is difficult and long lasting. 
This manuscript is the detailed description of the isolates from different location of the 
country and calling the attention to the importance of the disease. 
 

We agreed with the comments of the REVIEWER and we are so grateful 
for his interests about the Buruli case. 

Minor REVISION comments 
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PART  2:  
 
 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) 
 
 

No there are any ethical issues in the manuscript.  So we delete in the revised 
manuscript the “DECLARATION OF HELSINKY” but we safe all the 
authorisation about the National Ethical Comettee and the National Program 
against Buruli ulcer of Togo board authorisation like written below: 
The study was received approval from the Bioethics Committee for Health 
Research (CBRS) of Togo (N ° 21 / 2017 / CBRS of October 8, 2017) and the 
access to the data was authorized by the board of the National Program against 
Buruli Ulcer, Leprosis and Pian (Reference: 159/2015/MS/ DGS/ DSSP/ 
PNLUB-LP of November 20, 2015). 
 

 


