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The authors have summarized the changes of the reasons for failure of total knee
arthroplasty historically. It was found that initially, the most common mechanism of
TKA failures included aseptic loosening, instability and malalignment. Newer
longitudinal studies report that infection has become the primary acute cause of failure
with loosening and instability remaining as the overall greatest reasons for revision.
Generally this review has provided some useful clinical information. However, there are
a few concerns, which need to be clarified: 1. The title should be clearer. Such as “ Why
Total Knees Fail - A perspective review” Or “A Perspective Review of the Mechanism of
Total Knees Fail”. 2. There are many review papers regarding the reasons or
mechanisms of primary total knee arthroplasty failure in the literature. The authors
should address what is new in current review. 3. There may be some bias in the selection
of the papers. How did the authors control bias? 4. The final conclusion of this review
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(line257-263) did not include detailed information.
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Although articles about this issue are numerous, investigation of TKA failure regularly
is important and necessary. A number of factors may occur and various degrees of
severity may require to be resolved in order. English writing of this manuscript is
smooth but some areas are described unclear (including Tables) and require re-checking.
e.g. line 88-93; ----etc. Recently, periprosthetic fractures occur with an increased
incidence. Some may cause TKA failure. Please comment in Discussion section. The
whole concepts are correct. Because the content has numerous repetitions following
chronology, reading is boring. The newest concept had better be reported in Conclusion

section.




