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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 aim of this study is to find out the causes and concerns of diabetic
| am sorry, but this paper picturizes the general aspect of diabetic patients with limb | people who had amputations only. Therefore we haven’t selected the
amputation, however it does not give any reliable conclusion about the predictors of | diabetic people without amputations. The wanted to know reason for
amputation. Because study has no control group including diabetic patients with no | amputation and feelings after amputations

limb loss. Control group is necessary to analyse the risk factors whether cause to
amputation or not. Two groups should be compared to each other statistically. This
study has no statistical analysis. Additionally risk factors should be analysed with
regression analysis to gain the real predictors.
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