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In my opinion this paper is not publishable in its current format and should be rejected or subjected
to re-writing. Although a review of the literature on the results of triple osteotomies is worthwhile is
needs to be much more structured and a great deal of English improvement. The authors case series
is our of place the way they structured the manuscript and poorly written. I suggest that that should
be prepared as a separate report which will require critical analysis of the results in the context of the
results of other techniques which are routinely used and have excellent established results
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Good review, few cases, I would change the title to: Triple pelvic osteotomy: report of 6 cases and

literature review, and would resume the extensive review in 3 or 4 tables including results, degree of

correction, rehabilitation, complications, etc.




