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Authors need to add the following in conclusion section 

 

Bone mineral density alone is not a reliable parameter to detect patients at high risk of 

fracture. The diversity of the clinical phenotypes of discolored teeth, blueness of the sclera, 

back and joint pain, heart disease, hearing problems and a long list of orthopedic problems 

are to be considered.  BMD results and the other risk factors of the FRAX algorithm are just 

co-factors and in genuine practice are not diagnostic. Under the false and common 

conception among the vast majority of physicians, that intrinsic bone disorders are rare 

entities. This resulted in underestimating the real occurrence and the significance of 

diagnosing intrinsic bone disorders and the related disorders.  The wide spectrum of 

confusing clinical and radiographic phenotypes made the task even harder.  
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