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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript covers a relevant topic but lacks critical analysis. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The current title, "Recent Advances in Additive Manufacture of Orthopaedic Implants: Materials, Processes, and Clinical Applications," is overly broad and generic, reflecting the lack of depth in the manuscript.
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