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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

1. There are too many grammatical and structure errors.

2.it s not Mac Gregor flap. It is Mc Gregor flap
3.S0 many terminological errors

4.it is not island flap !

1.no original and new content

2. There are too many grammatical and structure errors.

3.it s not Mac Gregor flap. It is Mc Gregor flap

4.please explain more about composite Mc Gregor flap.

5.How did you get the conclusion that the results were good in % 90 of patients.

6.there are so many terminological errors:for example there is no such a thing as fascio
skin flap.It is fasciocutaneous flap . Skin substance loss is incorrect and absurd definition
for a defect. There are a lot of terminological errors like that with in the submission.
7.Please , use same term for the flap in the manuscript.You have used all different names
of the flap , groin flap , Mc Gregor flap etc. pick one and use that within the manuscript.
8.You defined Mc Gregor flap as an i1sland flap and referenced with article authored by Mc

Gregor himself. But in his definition this flap is a pedicled tubed flap not an i1sland flap.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Heavy language and structural editing is needed
Terminological and technical errors which | have indicated above must be corrected
References are not same style
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Reviewer’'s comment IAuthor’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)
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