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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 
 

 
 

- The group is too small and not homogenous [different types of fracture 
patterns, open vs. closed] 

- 2 different timelines of dynamization >20 and < 20 weeks – what was the key 
to patients’ qualification? Why weren’t those 2 groups compared? 

- No comparison between open vs. closed fxs. 
- No information about level of tibia shaft fractures? Same level, different 

levels? – extremely important, ie. it was even said in the beginning that it’s 
harder to get union in middle part of tibial shaft 

- Thesis based on 1 case that dynamization in segmental fractures is not a 
good option? 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

- Information in text that mean duration of nailing is 35,4 hours – is it correct? Or did 
you mean time from fracture to surgery?  

 
- Grammatical errors, spelling mistakes,  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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