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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

I have received your literature. The effort to reduce postoperative morbidity by preserving trochanter
and calcar seemed to have yielded a good result. however I have some question about the benefit
from preserving calcar, and as you have previously described, the number of cases is limited. A
comparison of clinical outcome between trochanter/calcar preserving reconstruction and total femur
reconstruction will be concluded better report result. I believe this method could be applied to
selected patients.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

1. I do not understand following statement:" After the planned intertrochanteric osteotomy,

attachments of vastus muscles and psoas and the anterior capsule were detached from the proximal

segment to remove the proximal segment." Please provide more details how this detachment is

achieved and how much resection bellow the tip of greater trochanter was achieved in every case. 2.

Please provide one case (X rays ) with greatest resection (lowest point on the lesser trochanter) 3.

Please provide specific details, explanation how this osteotomy differs from any other resection of the

femoral neck during THA and what is new in this approach.
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