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 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 
 

 
Ethical approval details not specified 
Results: 
 Descriptive statistics are required. how many patients participated in the study? 
Lines 110 to 112 are conflicting. Be specific about pain and limp 
Results in the main manuscript and abstract appear the same. Elaborate findings. 
Tables:  
Tables & figures should be placed inside the text. Tables and figures should be presented 
as per their appearance in the text. Tables should be explanatory enough to be 
understandable without any text reference. Double spacing should be maintained 
throughout the table, including table headings and footnotes. Table headings should be 
placed above the table. Footnotes should be placed below the table with superscript 
lowercase letters.  
Kindly follow journal guidelines. 
Table 1 is unclear. its not explained in the text. 
Graphs: need caption. Clear Axis representation with legends.  
Each figure should have a caption. The caption should be concise and typed separately, 
not on the figure area.  
Discussion: 
Do not repeat the findings mentioned in the results. Elaborate on the difference made by 
PFN with recent advances. 
Conclusion: not mentioned 
References: 
Follow the journal guidelines. for example: Hilly M, Adams ML, Nelson SC. A study of digit 
fusion in the mouse embryo. Clin Exp Allergy. 2002;32(4):489-98. 
Reference no.10 is incomplete 
Update the references to more recent ones. They are not citied in the article. Reference 
no.1 is followed directly by no.46 with no mention of the other studies, followed by no.49. 
They are not in order 
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Abstract: 
Line 18: explain which crutch 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
Ethical approval details not mentioned 
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