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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The study aimed to assess both short- and mid-term clinical outcomes and patient

reported outcome measures (PROMs) of a kinematically designed Cruciate Retaining

(CR) Total Knee Arthroplasty design. Although the study is well written and easy to

understand, there are some minor mistakes, which will require proof reading. The

design of the study and the main goal are not innovative. Moreover, there are no

comparative results to other Total Knee Arthroplasty surgeries. Despite being mainly a

descriptive study, the authors should have mentioned the statistical analysis in the

procedure. In relation to the results, it is obvious that there would be improvements after

2 or 6 months post-surgery. Therefore, the results were predictable.
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