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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 manuscript is valuable for the scientific community as it reviews the emerging role of platelet-rich plasma (PRP) in acne scar management. It provides updated insights into mechanisms, clinical applications, and limitations, while highlighting the need for standardized protocols. The work serves as a guide for future research and advances in regenerative dermatology.
	

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

	Yes. The title of the article is suitable.
	

	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.

	The abstract is comprehensive, but it could be strengthened by briefly highlighting the psychosocial impact of acne scars and clarifying that this is a review-based work. Including a short mention of clinical outcomes or patient-reported improvements would add value. Overall, a slight reduction of repetitive phrasing would make it more concise and impactful.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Based on the content reviewed , the manuscript appears scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient and relevant, covering important studies up to 2022.
	

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

	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript uses appropriate medical and scientific terminology, maintains a formal tone, and presents information in a logical and coherent manner.
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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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