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	Title: Integrating Deep Learning and Natural Language Processing For Efficient Wound Diagnosis and Personalized Treatment Protocols
[bookmark: _GoBack]General Comments from Reviewer: - The manuscript is well suited for publication subject to minor revisions. In fact, the more the research addresses the latter gaps of the dataset, its clinical validation and real world applicability would be immensely useful. Furthermore, busy, complex and crowded illustrations and tables ought to be made simpler; more attention to grammar and style will reduce verbosity and enhance understanding.
Introduction: - The introduction adequately addresses the scope of the study; however, the authors ought to have been more specific concerning the time it takes to diagnose a wound that starts in the underserved areas. For instance, it would be beneficial for the reader to receive information such as case studies or statistics about such patients’ rehabilitation. In addition, the rationale of the study activities’ sequence, goals of the research, and the possibility of utilizing deep learning NLP techniques for wound data improvement needs to be highlighted.
Dataset: - Further details with regard to the dataset would also be helpful in comprehending this issue. They suggest putting in place measures that seek to trace the origin of the images in addition to other ethical concerns which are centered on consent and privacy of the patient. However, some challenges with this dataset that need to be appreciated include distribution or the many characteristics of the wound, and how they may be corrected, including the method of oversampling.
Methodology:  - The employed paradigm is therefore consistent and complete but some of the judgments taken could be justified in a wider context. For example, why was VGG16 chosen instead of, say, ResNet or EfficientNet?
Results and Discussion: - Indeed the section titled Results is well elaborated, but it could have been based on more visualization such as confusion matrix or ROC curves for a more detailed results of the model. Knowing the challenges in more detail as to how it was experienced, for instance, in differentiating between similar types of the wound, or due to the poor image quality of the wound, would be insightful.
Conclusion: - This concluding section summarizes the findings of the study; however, it needs to place more emphasis on the significance of the work, especially in regard to the expected impact it has on the provision of healthcare services in rural areas. It would be preferable if these issues were made explicit by addressing the ethical and practical issues of using it in practice. In addition, some vague directions of the future developments are stated.
References: - Lack of published studies in the last decade is observable with regards to the references section. Citing tools and technologies employed in the study along with their names for example VVG16, and GPT-3.5, would also be helpful in a similar manner to those contexts in which tools and technologies are discussed.
The article can be published after minor revision.



