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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 
 

 
This manuscript is not acceptable for publication in its present form. I am advising that you revise 
your manuscript. If you are prepared to undertake the work required, I would be pleased to 
reconsider my decision. 
If you decide to revise the work, please submit a list of changes or a rebuttal against each which is 
being raised when you submit the revised manuscript. 
Reviewer Comments: 
01 
What is unique about this case and what does it add to the scientific literature? 
Please explain that at the end of the Introduction. 
02 
The Discussion consists of a literature review on the subject, without an actual discussion of the 
case presented. 
03 
“In conclusion, Synovial chondromatosis with monoarticular involvement is a very rare disease.” 

This is not a conclusion of your manuscript.  
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