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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.


	Myositis ossificans is a rare occurrence in young and otherwise healthy individuals. Although

benign, it may present with rapid growth, making it important for primary care physicians to be

aware of this condition and understand its presentation, workup (including imaging modalities)

and differentials (such as sarcoma). In addition to understanding its association with prior

trauma, it is important to for health care providers to know that this in many cases, no conclusive

              etiology is identified.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	While suitable in describing plantar myositis ossificans as rare, I would recommend also

emphasizing the lack of antecedent trauma. The authors may consider the following if they

deem appropriate: Atraumatic plantar myositis ossificans: a rare case report and review of

literature. However, given that the lesion progressed over 12 years and it is difficult to

eliminate recall bias, leaving the title as is, is also suitable.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is comprehensive. If possible, I would recommend including the usual time

period for development. For example, in the first sentence may be modified to : Myositis

Ossificans is a benign heterotopic ossification process usually developing in large skeletal

muscles 2 12 weeks following trauma Authors may also consider modifying the last

sentence as follows: We review the literature, with a focus on differential diagnoses,

diagnostic imaging modalities, limitations of biopsy as well as the diagnostic and therapeutic

role of surgical intervention.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be accurate in discussing the presentation, differential diagnoses,

diagnostic imaging modalities, challenges with biopsy, and diagnostic and therapeutic role of

surgical intervention. I would recommend describing the frequency of plantar myositis

ossificans to provide the reader with a perspective. The authors have provided 1 reference for a

previously described case. The case series by A Saad et al also makes note of one case of plantar

fascia involvement in their cohort. If the authors are able to do a more comprehensive review of

reported cases of plantar myositis and depending on the other cases are found, they can state this

is the [insert numeral] case reported to their knowledge. Also, it may be helpful to include more

history in terms of how active the patient was and whether he played sports intensively or had a

rigorous lifestyle that may contribute to repetitive seemingly insignificant microinjuries that

predisposed him to developing this condition. It is noted that the authors reported the patient had

no repetitive sports injury so if no other history is available, it is alright to leave it as is.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I would recommend considering additional references such as "Myositis ossificans revisited -

the largest reported case series by A Saad, C Azzopardi, A Patel, AM Davies, R Botchu. May

also consider: Diagnostic problems of circumscribed myositis ossificans: presentation of an

atypical case by JL Gielen et al.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language is suitable for scholarly communications
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