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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors provide an overview of SCFE for the readership. There is nothing new here but the
authors provide a succinct review of the state of the art in SCFE. I would mention that no study
supports the Dunn procedure over simple pinning of the hip. Between the groups in Boston and
those in Phila, there is a vast difference in outcomes of the Dunn procedure. It is unclear if it
prevents AVN in the setting of an unstable slip. It is currently not standard of care, and is
technically difficult, and probably not a procedure that can or should be performed by any pediatric
orthopedist. ~ The second paragraph is a bit confusing. Are the authors referring to a healed slip?
In the paragraph considering non-anatomic reconstructions (south wick etc), they mention "good"
outcomes. What are these outcomes? Are they short or long term? What is the risk (percent) of
iatrogenic AVN in cervical osteotomies, what do the authors recommend? My feeling is the safer
operation is southwick in hands that are not experienced with intra articular osteotomies. What is
the authors preference in terms of contralateral fixation, the authors only touch on this, but it is a
huge debate, what factors are important to them?
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Dear Editor, here are the comments and reviews for the paper entitled "Controversies in management

of Slipped Capital Femoral Epiphysis”. The paper elucidate the current therapeutic approaches for

Slipped Capital Femoral Epiphysis (SCFE). In literature, the surgical reduction of the slip is related to

the concept of “stability”. As pointed out by one researcher (T. Slongo) cited in this paper, differences

between the clinical classification and the intraoperative findings are often present, suggesting that

the clinical evaluation and the traditional classification systems of SCFE are not always reliable to

estimate the real stability of the epiphysis. Please add a paragraph about this topic. Specific

comments: References should be formatted according to journal’s guidelines
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