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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 
 

Abstract:  
- "Clinical management" usually also involves some conservatory treatment. Change 
"Clinical management" with "Surgical management"; 
-Please apply this in the manuscript too 
Manuscript: 
 Case report - please mention what OPD means; 
 - do you have the proper limitations in terms of degrees of range of motion? 
 - Do we have some images of the "osteoblastic mass"? 
 - If you described the abbreviation MRI in the manuscript, please use it for the 
upcoming mentions of that; 
 - I suggest authors should add a table, figure or image, otherwise, the 
manuscript is of low quality. 
Discussion - please begin this section with the most important finding of your case report.  
Conclusion - write "Synovial" with a small "s". 
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