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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Saw bones is an artificial bone developed by Pacific Reserch Laboratories, and the composite bone is 

one of the products of Saw bones, making anatomical shape. The authors show the registered 

trademark symbol, and should unify the terms of artificial bones, saw bones and composite bones. In 

introduction, they also simply and clearly describe the relationship between the terms, bone 

substitute materials, composite bones, fourth generation composite bones and saw bone. In 

discussion, the authors did not mention about the results of relation ship between biomechanical 

features and bone mineral density, especially they showed that BMD correlated with load to failure 

(p=0.037), but did not correlate with stiffness. They should discuss about this result and showed 

whether the BMD is including whole bone volume or cancellous bone or cortex bone. Biomechanical 

features would not depend on only whole bone BMD but the distribution of BMD on several sites. In 

discussion, the authors showed the biomechanical features of previous reports. They are to state the 

kind of bones, osteotomy designs and bending loads in each report. Without that information, we 

could not compare each result.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Dear authors, thank you for submitting this research. The authors deal about an interesting topic, 

plating of comminuted olecranon fractures and fixation failure with cadaveric bones and composite 

bones. The article is well written, but there are some topics needing for revision of the article. First of 

all, It is not clear if the plate you’re talking about is already clinically used, or if it is a new plate and 

you want to describe its biomechanic properties. Then, the statistics seems to be ok, but I’m 

wondering if 5 composite and 5 cadaveric bones are enough to get any conclusion. Did you do a 

power analysis? At priori or post-hoc? The type of fracture the authors created is the most common 

olecranon fracture? Please clarify. I believe that a limitation paragraph in discussion section is 

mandatory, seen the small number of cases and the fact that all cadaveric specimens had a failure on 

triceps tendon. Did the authors study the quality of this tendon? Did they look if the failure was in 

the tendon tissue, at the muscle-tendon junction or tendon to bone junction? This may be interesting 

and if it was evaluated it may be one additional objective and conclusion of the study. What is the 

clinical relevance of the study?  I believe that if the authors can clarify my doubts, the article may be 
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worthy of publication in our journal. Best regards
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Nicely written manuscript. 

mailto:bpgoffice@wjgnet.com

