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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This well written manuscript presents an alternative technique for anterior shoulder 

instability in non-randomized patients that focuses on subscapular tenodesis. It is 

interesting to note that the postoperative follow-up does not show a limitation in the 

external rotation of the shoulder, although the external rotation of these patients with the 

hand on the side has not been measured. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

modification  required   the surgical technique involved iliac crest autograft also - this 

has not been mentioned in the abstract  only subscapularis tenodesis mentioned   was 

bone grafting done for all patients  what  was the average size of the glenoid defect 

measured with CT   please explain rationale for using iliac crest graft vs coracoid 

process - latarjet   discussion     In the current study, iliac crest bone autograft was 

shown to have a low risk and required only 3 surgical approaches, whereas Latarjet 

surgery required at least 5 surgical approaches. Our graft healed better due to 

suspension fixation.    This statement is not clear - latarjet  surgery requiring 5 

approaches   graft healed better due to  suspension fixation - clarify and give 

references  This technique is more anatomic without damaging the sternoclavicular 

arch structure. Finally, the operative time was short; however, after bone grafting was 

completed, the shoulder space is very narrow and tension make augmentation of the 

subscapularis difficult. An iliac crest bone autograft can further strengthen and block the 

forward movement of the humeral head, and upper one-third subscapular augmentation 

can further compress the contact between the bone graft and the glenoid, which is 

conducive to bone healing without affecting rotation of the shoulder.   please explain 

and give references   the whole paper and study has a good concept   The paper must 

justify the advantages of iliac crest graft over coracoid process with adequate references   

The abstract, methods and discussion needs modification to improve the language and 

clearly justify  use of iliac crest graft over coracoid process .The paper should also 

provide adequate evidence and recommendations for justification for this procedure    

Paper needs major revision 
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I have gone through the revised manuscript and I suggest that the language, grammar  

and spelling needs to be modified after which the article  can be accepted. 

 


