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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 
 

The presence of pressure ulcer causes a serious health problem for the public and private 
health systems, heavily burdening these systems. Effective prevention and treatment 
measures are essential in this context, which makes the study relevant in this area. 
 
Keywords: I suggest you modify the keywords because the same words are already in the 
title. Search in databases crawl the articles by title, abstract and keywords. In this way, 
those who seek the article related to the topic will have a better chance of finding it. 
 
Materials and Methods: 
I suggest that you describe the approval number of the Ethics Committee. 
 
At the end of the tables - Source: should be "Data of the author" 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The manuscript presents introduction, material and methods, results, discussion and 
conclusion duly presented and described and does not require major revisions. Small 
suggestions for improvement were suggested for better presentation of the manuscript. 
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