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 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 
 

 
 
Point 01 
 
The authors have to write at the Introduction what is unique about this case is and what it does add 
to the scientific literature. 
 
Point 02 
 
The Discussion is poor. The authors need to discuss the advantages and disadvantages of the 
surgical treatment conducted in comparison to other alternatives of treatment, providing proper 
references in the text. 
 
Point 03 
 
“Physiotherapy plays an important role in rehabilitation of patient with medial malleolus and patella 
fracture.” 
This conclusion is inadequate. The authors cannot state that based on a one case report only, 
especially that the case was not followed up for a long period of time. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 

 
 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Bruno Chrcanovic 

Department, University & Country Malmö University, Sweden 

 


