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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Line 33: Please add the word "Scapholunate" for SLAC  Line 199: Please change 

whereas to where  Line 207: please improve the flow of sentence here as it is very 

confusing to the reader.  Maybe mention as " A systematic review of long term 

outcomes of PRC studies.........  Line 219: What exactly the authors mean by 

controversial findings?   Line 230:Can the authors be specific about what type of 

studies are they referring to here?  Can the authors also state some limitations of their 

study? Line 221: Please revise the sentence here. The word "whereas" doesn't feel 

appropriate and is confusing. 

 


