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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Thank you for allowing me to review this manuscript. This is a good case series detailing

the causes of revision of UKA in 13 patients. The title is appropriate for this paper. I find

this paper to be important as it does a good job in letting the readers understand the

various possible complications of UKA and how to manage them. 1. I find that it would

be beneficial if the author could let the readers know how many UKA was performed

during these time frame and these complications constituted how many percentage of all

patients operated by the centre. This could also help other surgeons to counsel and be

aware with the possibility of such complications. 2. The authors should also note the

outcome of the revisions after each revision method. A good scoring system or objective

findings should be described post op to let the readers know the final result of the

revision.
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