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The authors demonstrated the overview for diagnosis and treatment of ankle syndesmotic injuries.

This paper is concise and well written. I recommend this manuscript is accepted with following

minor revisions. 1. I agree with the use of 3.5 or 4.5 mm cortical screws for syndesmotic injury. Do

the authors have any comment on the time of screw removal?

2. Bioabsorbable screws are also used

for fixation of distal tibiofibular joint. Those are no need for removal, and there might be no problem

if those are broken during weight bearing. Do the authors have any comment on the use of

bioabsorbable screws?
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Management of syndesmotic injuries is always the hot topic in the orthopaedic conference. There are
many different views of diagnosis and treatment of the injury, and no consensus has reached in many
issues about this injury. So, it is valuable to discuss this topic. The object of the article is to provide a
current concepts review of the clinical presentation, diagnosis and treatment of syndesmotic injuries,
and to supply some evidence in treating the injury. But in my opinion, there are some deficiencies in
the article. 1. There are different views in diagnosis and treatment of the injury, and no consensus has
reached in many areas, such as diagnosis before and in operation, fixation types, evaluation of the
reduction in operation and hardware removal, et al. The author should lay out some important
contemporary views. For example, as to intraoperative assessment of reduction of syndesmosis, open
reduction of syndesmosis or comparing the X-ray views to another normal ankle are also important,
which are accepted by many surgeons. But the author only focuses on 3-D CT which is somewhat not
so popular nowadays. 2. For the Radiographs, AP, lateral and mortise views may be not enough to
evaluate the injury. The gravity stress view before and in the operation is also important. Can the
author address this more detailedly? 3. Hardware removal is also the matter. The authors did not

4



mailto:bpgoffice@wjgnet.com

BAISHIDENG PUBLISHING GROUP INC

8226 Regency Drive, Pleasanton, CA 94588, USA
= G Telephone: +1-925-223-8242 Fax: +1-925-223-8243
ngshidelm@ E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com http:/ /www.wjgnet.com

mention about the hardware removal or not, when to remove, complications after removal and
complications when not removal, but all these are the matters that orthopaedic surgeons care about. 4.
Rigid fixation and elastic fixation of syndesmosis are the types that used in the injury, and there are
controversial points. The authors only related to the Tightrope fixation. Can the authors analyze and
compare the two fixations in detail.
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