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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Dear Authors Congratulations on the presented case report I suggest you improve the

submission on the following grounds to be considered for publication 1. The language

of the manuscript needs an thorough revision with the help of native language expert 2.

The abstract conclusion presented the procedure only for infection which is not the case

hence revise it 3. The introduction need some logical sequence of presentation to make

it interesting to the readers 4. The procedure for both the cases need to detailed more

elaborately 5. The preoperative scores need to be compared with the postoperative

scores to make it meaningful 6. The discussion need to elaborate more on the validity of

the procedure and the other alternate available options to be considered apart from

rotationplasty
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