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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Firstly, the relevance of the present study is highlighted, because as well highlighted by the 
authors, the use of technologies such as 3D has several gains around other existing 
technologies to assess the lathe foot among children. 
 
The authors substantiate the research well, presenting the state of the art on the subject, 
presenting several arguments that corroborate the need and opportunity to carry out this 
research, in view of the potential gains. 
 
The methodological procedures are adequately described and the authors demonstrate the 
necessary care with ethical and competing issues. 

 
The results are apparently relevant, as with the possible results, a new clubfoot treatment 
protocol can be developed. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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