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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Dear Authors / Editor We have read with interest your manuscript about Acetabulum
fractures, focused on classification clarification and overview of surgical procedures. The
subject is well documented, and the manuscript offers a clear overview of both
classifications and treatments issues. To our point of view, the manuscript is worth
publishing. However, we’d ask for some minor revisions, in order to clarify some
aspects of the manuscript. (1) Introduction/Plan : this section explains clearly the
problematics, but we hardly see how you're going to develop the manuscript. It'd of
interest to announce the sections that will be explored in the manuscript. It is unclear if
your manuscript has 3 sections (Classification - Operative Approach - Discussion) or 7
sections.  (2) Classification: As for the Surgical Techniques, an additional Table
summarizing the different classifications (with their limitations) would help
understanding. (3) Side remarks: > Figures: Fig.2 legend indicates Yellow circle and
Red arrow, but these elements are not visible on the pictures. Fig.3 is noted Fig.4 in
Figures Legend In “Screw-Plate System Internal Fixation” section, authors” names are

written in uppercase.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Dear editor and authors, The authors reviewed the clinical pitfalls of the Quadrilateral
Plate (QP) fractures of the acetabulum. The authors did a really good job on literature
searching and explaining as simply as possible but including always all the relevant
information about each topic on the text. This makes it quite valuable for clinical
professionals. However, the aim and focus of the review is not clearly presented by the
authors. The authors should normally state their aims at end of Introduction. The review
does not seem to be systematic which presents a big flaw. A narrative review needs a
better structure to avoid confusions to the readers. The authors need to navigate better
their focus of the manuscript and do it in a more systematic way, with better structure.
I would suggest re-numbering the subtitles as follows: 1. Introduction 2. Definition and
Classification 3. Operative Approach 3.1. Implant Internal Fixation Technique 3.2.
Kirschner Wire and Screw Fixation 3.3. Screw-Plate System Internal Fixation 3.4. Wire
Cerclage Technique 5. Discussion 6. Conclusion A review should be more than a
compilation of the results reported in the literature. It should in fact be a critical
assessment of the present knowledge with some clear conclusions what all these results
mean. Table 2 did a good job. However, classification of QP fractures should also be
summarized for clarification. Nevertheless, the review is missing a section on the
potential future perspectives regarding the topic. Please add a paragraph in Discussion
to express your own opinions and comments on the future directions. Finally, the
tigure legends are confusing. The description in Figure 2 cannot be found in the figure.

Figure 3 is wrongly numbered as 4.




