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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Abstract Results No results that compare the rotational instability of two different
techniques are given here. Make clear which structure’s re-rupture is mentioned here.
Isit LET/ALL or ACL? Introduction Well-written Materials and Methods The part in
the Results section that explains the selection of studies which include pivot-shift test
and IKDC scores should be moved to the Methods section. Results Make clear which
structure’s re-rupture is mentioned here. Is it LET/ALL or ACL? A comparison of the
rotational stability of two techniques could have been made regarding each single
stability test used by the studies included. Study Characteristics Given the fact that
studies with follow-up times less than 24 months are no longer accepted by major
journals, such studies could have been excluded. This would provide a more reliable
conclusion. Discussion OK Conclusion It is stated in th Results section that AEAP’s
did not provide any advantage regarding IKDC scores, but in the Conclusion section it
is mentioned that AEAP’s provide better functional results. Which one is true, and

where is the digital data that supports the conclusion?




