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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Dear authors: Thank you for submitting your work which should be accepted for
publication after some clarifications and revisions. Please find my comments below. 1.
Is this a prospective or retrospective study? Please mention clearly in the beginning of
methods. 2. There is no clear follow up protocol as the mean follow up is 43 months
with very wide range of (24 to 72 )months. You need to explain the follow up protocol
and at what point in time were the clinical assessment for study and scoring performed.
As clearly achieving similar score at 24 month by one patient and at 72 months by other
patient is not comparable. It would have been better to compare all at approx. 24 months
interval which is a reasonable time to recover from cuff surgery. ****More importantly,
patients were treated from June to December 2014, then how is it possible to have an
average follow up of 43 months with a range of (24 to 72) months by December 2016.*****
3. What was the time interval between the trauma and the the time of surgery in
traumatic group as if there was significant delay in diagnosis or surgery they really does
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not class as acute repair . 4. Traumatic group having the same age are expected to have
some age related changes and the possibility of acute on chronic tear and if there was
significant delay between traumatic event and surgery, it defy the purpose of study. 5.
Based on the above limitations of the study, conclusion should be carefully crafted. I
wish you luck with your study and would be happy to consider it for publication after
revision. Regards Reviewer
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The primary outcome was modified UCLA (University of California, Los Angeles) score
validated for the Portuguese language, which takes into account pain, function, range of

motion, strength and patient satisfaction
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