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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	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.

	Publication of rare cases endorses other clinical centres to publish their rare cases as well. In this way the number of cases in literature increases.
Rare diseases represent a diagnosis challenge, the manuscript emphasizes correctly on the need of complete histopathological examination as the gold standard.
The manuscript describes not only the diagnosis process, but also the functional follow-up of the patient
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	It is 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.

	In the sentence “We report a rare case of long-standing plantar myositis ossificans of the heel in a 45-year-old man with a 12-year evolution”. Please add that the tumor had a slow growth and a progressive functional impairment.
In the sentence “... the contribution of imaging…” please specify “MRI imaging”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct as a Case-report manuscript
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please include the next reference: “The anatomical basis for surgical intervention in myositis ossificans—A systematic review” https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/ca.24238
It is only recent systematic review on myositis ossificans including 89 patients 
	

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

	The english is correct for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments

	Introduction
· No comments
Case Presentation
· Please specify if the lesion increased slowly in size over time or if it had a stable size for a long-period
· In figure 2. Please specify the sequence of MRI showed in the image
Histopathological Findings
· Please specify that immunohistochemistry was not necessary for diagnosis
Post-operative outcome and follow-up
· In figure 5 there are 4 images (A, B, C and D), however in the labeling description there is only “B) immediately” and “D) at ten days”. Letter B) is repeated. Please complete the description of images A) and C)
· In figure 6 there are 2 images A and B. However the description does not describe 2 images, only describes “Clinical outcome at 6-month follow-up showing no recurrence”
Discussion
· No comments
Conclusion
· No comments
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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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