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In the present study, the degree and extent of cartilage destruction was determined using the

Osteoarthritis Research Society International (OARSI) cartilage histopathology assessment system.

Cartilage segmentation for T1p/T2 values and cartilage thickness were measured. Cartilage T2 and

T1p values from the medial posterior condyle were significantly higher among the patients with

advanced OA. The authors concluded that though cartilage was morphologically normal or near

normal, degenerative changes existed in advanced OA patients. These changes could be detected

with T2 and T1p MRI techniques.

The authors are required to describe the difference between T2

and T1p mapping. Could the authors add immunohistochemical study with type II collagen?
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It is a well-written paper and I enjoyed reading it. The are weaknesses of the paper, such as the small

number of patients, and the age difference between patients and healthy controls, and these are

mentioned by the authors.
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