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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

A well written good conceived manuscript presenting results from an interesting case 

series  report on artrhoscopic removal of osteoid osteoma of the knee Below are point 

by point comments Comments I would advise on a statement title rather than 

question-type title of this paper. The authors started from the hypothesis that the 

procedure is indeed efficient in removing IOO for the knee and have not compared the 

procedure with classical intervention neither with OO in other locations. This is in the 

same time a limitation of the paper and should be mentioned as such. In the 

Introduction chapter the reader is informed the aim of the paper is to offer a literature 

review but then the methods describe collection of a case series report. There is a 

discordance between this that should be addressed. Please mention in the objective 

paragraph the intention to reposrt about a case series as well.  Material and methods 

should read a little more structured (describe in short subchapters the methods for 

literature review, case series collection, describe the arthroscopic intervention in itself, 

postoperative management and data interpretation. Has any quantitative  instrument 

for evaluation of pre /postop knee function/pain used? (VAS, IKDC?) What was the 

topographical location of the iaOO in author s case series as well as in the literature?   

Were any imagistic follow up performed? What was the average dimension of ia OO 

removed? Did the author felt, at least in some cases, the need for grafting the articular 

surface defect? Please comment and elaborate on this. 

 


