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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This article demonstrates the critically important experience in managing patients with injuries resulting from animal bites. There is extensive discussion on the possibility of replanting lost segments or creating autologous bioengineered constructs that possess properties comparable to replanted body parts. It is also acknowledged that the transplantation of donor tissues, being the oldest approach in treatment, has not lost its relevance in contemporary medical practice.
Great work.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, it is suitable 
Maybe, without “child’s” but just “parotid duct”
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	It is comprehensive but needs some correction
It would be great if authors include some words about possibility of facial transplantation in these cases
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, it is. It has its own scientific view and discussion field. Written in case review form it does not appear as just a review. 
It would be much correct if you delete a photo of binocular optics.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	All references are sufficient and recent. No suggestions.
Regerences in case reports must be appropriate to the thieme of report as such. It is so
	.

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	Of course, also in scholary communication as being understood by not English speaking people.
Everything is normal.




	

	Optional/General comments

	
[bookmark: OLE_LINK2]The work in itself constitutes no more than a positive clinical case; however, it addresses the nuances of microsurgical techniques within this field, which serves as a precursor to the integration of contemporary methodologies.
Great work!
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 
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