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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 
 

 
There is no indication that informed consent was obtained for any diagnostic or treatment 
procedure described in the paper. Please specify whether informed consent was obtained 
from parent/s or guardian/s.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

There are few grammar and style issues that may be easily remedied.  
On p. 3, line 58-59 there is value of haematocrit expressed as per cent (18 % ). This may 
simply reflect value (0.18) that is quite low because of prolonged bleeding or it may be a 
typo, as the patient’s Factor VIII level is 18 %. Please correct or specify.   

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
There is no indication that informed consent was obtained for any diagnostic or treatment 
procedure described in the paper.  
As the patient is a minor, the issue is very sensitive, particularly in the light that 
multiple invasive procedures were carried out and the outcome was not benign with 
regard to restoration of the function of the affected limb and the quality of life for the 
patient. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
YES.  There is no indication in the manuscript that all the procedures described 
in the manuscript were carried out after obtaining informed consent from the 
patient’s parents or legal guardians.  
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