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Dear editor This manuscript  compared the results of different regimens with IA 

parecoxcib in early OA patients in a retrospective fashion. I have a number of criticisms 

as follow;  ### Major points 1. Due to the limitation of study design ( retrospective 

study), both selection bias and evaluation bias cannot be avoid. It should be emphasized 

in the limitation of the study. 2. Ethical concern; since this study is retrospective 

evaluation, how the investigator did inform consent ? and how to avoid undue influence 

from the doctor? 3.Introduction part should contain information regarding 

pharmacokinetic of IA parecoxib and possible adverse event from IA injection including  

long term cartilage damage. 4.Statistical analysis: ANOVA should be used instead of t 

test for multiple comparison and sample size  calculation should be calculated.   ### 

Minor points 1.Title should be changed  " the comparison of ..." 2.Abstract: regimen of 

IA Parecoxib and timing of evaluation should be included. 3 Demographic data should 

included potential confounders; BMI,educational level,marital status,occupation  and 

underlying disease 4.Reference:Ref number,4,5,6,7,10,12,15,17,18,19 should be rechecked 

for format and style. 
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