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This is a well written manuscript. Authors have shown that both "fast setting " cements
have similar behavior, compliant with the international standards. Results can be used
by physicians to improve their daily practice and also by researchers, as reference for

future investigations.
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Thank you very much for your kind and honest comments. It was our goal to exhibit our
results to physicians for their daily clinical use of bone cements as well as to researchers.
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Thank you for your competent evaluation and we are happy that you appreciated our
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A straightforward but well constructed study which complements current knowledge.
Please provide a little bit more detail on the mixing technique/ bowls used, if this was
done by one individual, was this an experienced mixer of cement, etc
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I really appreciate your comments and will add more information about the mixing

process into our manuscript.
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publication

[ ] Rejection
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This is an excellent piece of work with valuable information on fast setting cement.There
is only one point which could be improved. Meanwhile the Palacos fast setting cement
offers some advantages compared to the CMW 2G as per the study the authors don t
mention that in the conclusion or in the abstract. Please add this to the abstaract or

conclusion
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We were delighted reading your comments and your evaluation. I will surely add these
advantages into the manuscript.
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CONCLUSION

[ ] Accept

[ ] High priority for
publication

[ ] Rejection

[ Y] Minor revision

[ ] Major revision

COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is a comparative study concerning the characteristics of two fast-setting

cements. The study is very well executed and presented. COMMENTS I would
suggest the authors to start with the important findings of the study followed by the
rest of the discussion. The paragraph concerning the Simplex?P SpeedSet? cement
could be omitted or used later and not as second one off the discussion.

MY ANSWER:

I truly cherished reading your evaluation and comments. Your opinion regarding the
paragraph about the Simplex P Speed cement is very much appreciated and I will try

to move it a little bit to the back of the discussion.




