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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Case Report: A rare case of Intra- Articular Cavernous Hemangioma of the Knee  
I read this manuscript and I think it could be an acceptable text if certain aspects are 
clarified and corrected. 
The subject is interesting.  
In any case, I congratulate the authors for their effort. 
I suggest that, please, the authors verify the following comments: 
 
-Discussion: 
It should be understood as the presentation of infrequent or rare case. 
The author could mention something more about how this case can help the understanding 
of a more important issue, or remember certain messages, or motivate the search for more 
information. It should be shown that this "anecdotal" publication is an important teaching 
tool. The aim of the publication of clinical cases is basically educational, author should 
keep in mind the message he wants to communicate and whether this knowledge will be 
useful to readers. Perhaps it may represent a description of a sentinel event; this may be a 
warning to put on alert for similar situations; and/or stimulate the generation of other 
studies. 
 
-References: 
Review, please, the rules of the Journal. 
 
-Keywords: 
For keywords the list of Health Sciences Descriptors terms should be used (Medical 
Subject Headings, MeSH) of Index Medicus (available in https://meshb.nlm.nih.gov/search) 
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