First review correction

Comment | Answer | Changes made
Science editor
I found the authors did Thank you for this comment. | We submitted the following files:

not provide the original
figures. Please provide
the original figure
documents. Please
prepare and arrange the
figures using PowerPoint
to ensure that all graphs
or arrows or text portions
can be reprocessed by the
editor

We provided the original
figures with the aside
mentioned corresponding
names.

- 58753-Figure 1
- 58753-Figure 2

I found the authors did
not add the full PMID
and DOI in the reference
list. Please provide the
PubMed numbers and
DO citation numbers to
the reference list and list
all authors of the
references. Please revise
throughout.

We thank you for the
accurate comment. We forgot
to mention the full PMID, full
authors list and DOI and
added this to all references.

References changed, please note:

- For reference number 2, no
DOI or PMID is available,
since this journal does not
work with DOI.

(same reference was used
before in our article with
PMID: 33134107 in the World
Journal of Orthopedics
without both the DOI and
PMID.

- For reference number 3, no
DOI or PMID is available,
since this is an Annual Report
of the Dutch National
Arthroplasty Register.

- For reference number 25, no
DOI or PMID is available, due
to an online publication.

Reviewer 1
The point of the studyis | We would like to thank you Line 100:
interesting and valuable. | very much for the accurate Changed CoC to CoPE:

However, I doubt
whether the sentence
"This 10-years follow-up
study showed higher
wear rates in CoC with
cup inclination as a

predictive factor for wear.

" in the core tip part is
really consistent with the
results of this study.

comment about the core tip
of our submission.

We made a mix-up between
CoC and CoPE and therefore
corrected the sentence as
stated aside.

“This 10-years follow-up study showed
higher wear rates in CoPE with cup
inclination as a predictive factor for
wear.”



https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33134107

