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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The article “Adductor canal block implementation and femoral nerve block
deimplementation: a new look at implementation science” though well written, needs
the following considerations as the article misses describe the method or methods
adopted for deimplemenation and implementation. The study had ended in June 2017,
so what took so long to write this article while the implementation had taken much
shorter time. The fact that Adductor Canal block ( ACB) is superior to Femoral
nerve block (FNB) was already known to the institute and hence this project falls into
“Know-do” category and not “do-know” category so why carry out a study to show that
ACB is superior to FNB. The “do-know” category requires a five pronged approach
which is not described by the authors. The “know-do” category requires a three pronged
approach which not described either. In this article the readers have to know what
exactly the institute do to make all anesthesiologists perform ACB and not FNB. The
above needs to be presented in the flow chart, mentioning how the faults in
implementation in this particular project were identified at your institution. Also, how
the target population was informed and how clinical practice rules were disseminated to
the clinicians. Was there any annual report created? This article needs major revision

and until then I do not advocate to publish it.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

I suggest adding an action-related information gap to the keywords. A section on the
comparison of the results of the femoral and adductor block should be included in the

discussion section.
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