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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
Yes, definitely important. 
 
 
I feel the title could have been better like periarticular knee fractures… etc. I am not 
particularly attracted or impressed by the title. 
 
 
The topic of this study is definitely an area of interest for every orthopedic trauma surgeon 
but I could not help but feel a lack somewhere.  
 
Yes 
 
Seems sound and strong. Almost matches the practical results we see in daily practice 
 
 
Yes. 
 
--The wording of presentation of results of the study could have been better, 2

nd
 line got 

somewhat confusing, “Fracture bone was found only in MDCT.” 
--Abbreviations should have been preceded with meaning and index as is customary. 
--Hospital name dos not show the name of the city in the whole article. Is it in India even?  
--There is unnecessary repetition of same fact figures and wordings, like “….gradual 
decrease in sensitivity as number of fractured bones increased…” 3 times at least, and “2 
patients showed no fracture on x rays but 100% showed fractures on MDCT..” Twice. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
Yes 
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Minor tweaking needed. 
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