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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Good article comparing costs and outcome the costs of the instrumentation and the
sterilization have been compared. would be clear in a detailed table with the individual
parameters as well as total cost. analysis and the discussion have been well structured
the references could be updated to include more recent references Comparative
Study Int Orthop. 2017 Jul;41(7):1361-1367. doi: 10.1007/s00264-016-3356-3. Epub 2016
Dec 19. Patient specific instrumentation versus conventional knee arthroplasty:
comparative study Vlad Predescu 1, Catalin Prescura 2, Razvan Olaru 2, Liliana Savin 3,
Paul Botez 4, Bogdan Deleanu 5 Affiliations expand PMID: 27995304 DOI:
10.1007 /s00264-016-3356-3  Patient specific guides for total knee arthroplasty are ready
for primetime. Schotanus MG, Boonen B, Kort NP. World ] Orthop. 2016 Jan 18;7(1):61-8.
doi: 10.5312/wijo.v7.i1.61. eCollection 2016 Jan 18. PMID: 2680735 There are 2 more
studies from 2022 however they are after January 2022 when the 2nd literature search
was done for this article. Overall the article is well written good concept and the cost

comparison has been well done
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