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" Technological developments enable measuring and using patient-reported outcomes 

data in orthopaedic clinical practice"   Dear editorial Teams  This is well design article . 

However, I have several suggestions that I think would improve the quality of research:  
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results, and Discussion should be amended and revised. c) Limitations of study is not 
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explicitely 2. The abstract outlines the topic quite well. 3. The keywords don't really 

correlate with the content, only in part. 4. The Backgroiund is evident and is commmon 

knowledge, so no extensive background explanation are required. this part of the text 

should be shortened 5. No method is described. 6. There are no results reported. 7. There 

is no real discussion. The entire text is more or less a philosophical discussion of digital 

data collection via electronic media. I miss that the advantages are contrasted with the 

disadvantages in a clearer structure.  The message of the paper is not clearly visible. 

The recommendation to use electronic media is a development which offers many 

advantages and which is already widely used. Recommendations on how to use 

electronic media should be presented in more detail and more specifically. The paper 

should be written in a more simple language, especially fewer nested sentences. 

 


