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In this paper, figure 1 and its associated text were errone-
ously identical to that of another article from our group
(Mobini et al., 2016, Journal of Biomaterial Application,
SAGE publications). Unfortunately, copyright permission to
re-use figure 1 and its related data were not requested. The
authors would like to apologize for any confusion caused in
this regard.

Now, copyright permission for using the figure in this arti-
cle was obtained from SAGE Publications, Inc as authentic
holder of this image and we made the following corrigendum
in the text:

This phrase has been added to the end of figure 1 legend:
BAdapted with permission from Mobini et al., 2016.
Copyright © 2019 SAGE Publications, Inc^

Section 2.4 has to be corrected as follows:
Subcutaneous implantation of the scaffolds

To assess biodegradability and biocompatibility, the scaf-
folds (RS and RSF 2%wt) were implanted subcutaneously in
C57BL/6mice and monitored during 90 days according to our
previous paper (Mobini et al., 2016). In brief, under
anaesthetization and aseptic condition, four longitudinal skin
incisions (5 mm length) were made on the dorsum back of
nine C57BL/6 mice and then two types of scaffolds in disk-
shaped (3 × 4 mm) were implanted subcutaneously in each
animal. Postoperative analgesia (tramadol;10 mg/Kg twice a
day for three days) and antibiotic (Gentamicin; 10 mg/Kg of
body weight daily for five days) were provided by intra mus-
cular administration. 30-90 days after implantation, the ani-
mals were euthanized to remove the scaffolds for assessment.
Each scaffold was considered as an internal control for the
other scaffolds.

Section 3.1 has to be corrected as follows:
Gross and histopathological findings of subcutaneous im-

planted scaffolds in C57BL/6 mice

At day 30 post implantation, the RS 2%wt scaffolds were
covered by a loose thin capsule. Moreover, a number of in-
flammatory cells penetrated the scaffold, adhered to its pores
and no evidence of connective tissue regeneration was ob-
served at this stage. The internal architecture was devoid of
cellular structures at 60 days post implantation. However, the
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thickness of the capsule slightly raised and few blood vessels
were observed in the covering capsule. At 90 days post im-
plantation, a thick capsule was evident aroundRS 2%wt, how-
ever, the architecture of the scaffold was preserved and only a
few amount of regeneration occurred. In contrast to the RS
2%wt scaffold, the RSF 2%wt scaffold was degraded and
substituted by the new connective tissue 30 days post implan-
tation. Only a few amounts of degummed silk fibers remained
in which their diameters gradually extenuated. The covering
capsule properly integrated with the regenerated connective
tissue inside the scaffold. After 90 days, small amount of
capsule remained and it mostly incorporated with the scaffold.
In a comparative examination, the RSF 2%wt scaffold indi-
cated greater percentage of filled pores, and typically lower
amount of the remained pores in comparison with the RS
2%wt scaffold. Moreover, compared to the RS 2%wt scaf-

folds, the RSF 2%wt scaffolds indicated significantly higher
number of fibroblasts, fibrocytes and total vessels, and lower
number of macrophages (Fig.1).

As a new citation the following reference has to be added:
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