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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Case report and literature review article. Nicely written, but the radiographs are of poor 
quality. Authors should replace the current radiographs.  
 
 

Paper is a case report and Literature review 

 

The radiographs were taken by Analogue Machine. 

The patient has for long not been seen most probably had relocated to 
unknown area and could not be available for any further evaluation. 
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