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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Thank for the opportunity to review this paper. I believe that the Dynamic Stabilization

technique has merit and should be consider by more surgeons. However there are
statements in the discussion that make it seem that you are advocating for this technique
over the posterior stabilization based on theory. Can you present that theory more
clearly in the discussion then? Through the paper it is presented that the posterior
stabilization is more common but the dynamic stabilization should be consider even
though the long-term outcomes are not necessarily better than the long-term outcomes
from the posterior stabilization. Please use the Track Changes in the Word document

and consider changing fixation to lumbar fixation throughout the paper.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Thank you for your edits. The added information to the discussion helps to clarify and

express to the reader the important of the dynamic stabilization system.




