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Reviewers’ Comments to Original Submission 

Reviewer 1: Lucas M. Wessel

Feb 07, 2018

Reviewer Recommendation Term: Accept with Minor Revision
Overall Reviewer Manuscript Rating: N/A

Custom Review Questions Response
Is the subject area appropriate for you? 5 - High/Yes
Does the title clearly reflect the paper’s content? 5 - High/Yes
Does the abstract clearly reflect the paper’s content? 5 - High/Yes
Do the keywords clearly reflect the paper’s content? 5 - High/Yes
Does the introduction present the problem clearly? 4
Are the results/conclusions justified? 5 - High/Yes
How comprehensive and up-to-date is the subject matter presented? 4
How adequate is the data presentation? 4
Are units and terminology used correctly? 3
Is the number of cases adequate? 5 - High/Yes
Are the experimental methods/clinical studies adequate? 5 - High/Yes
Is the length appropriate in relation to the content? 5 - High/Yes
Does the reader get new insights from the article? 5 - High/Yes
Please rate the practical significance. 5 - High/Yes
Please rate the accuracy of methods. 5 - High/Yes
Please rate the statistical evaluation and quality control. 4
Please rate the appropriateness of the figures and tables. N/A
Please rate the appropriateness of the references. 5 - High/Yes
Please evaluate the writing style and use of language. 4
Please judge the overall scientific quality of the manuscript. 5 - High/Yes
Are you willing to review the revision of this manuscript? Yes 

 Open Access. © 2018 Grün N.G. et al., published by De Gruyter.  This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution- 
NonCommercial-NoDerivatives 4.0 License.
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II      Grün et al.: ResIFrac

Comments to Authors:
This is a very nice review concerning absorbable implants for osteosynthesis in children and describes also the history of absorbable 
implants used until now. The manuscript is very understandable and well investigated. However a lot of abbreviations are used and not all 
of them are explained or elucidated. In some of these abbreviations the reader will miss the meaning of it. Short explanations would be 
appropriate. Congratulations to the authors for a very good job in summarizing the state of the art.

Reviewer 2: Dirk W. Sommerfeldt

Feb 13, 2018

Reviewer Recommendation Term: Revise with Major Modification
Overall Reviewer Manuscript Rating: 50

Custom Review Questions Response
Is the subject area appropriate for you? 5 - High/Yes
Does the title clearly reflect the paper’s content? 2
Does the abstract clearly reflect the paper’s content? 2
Do the keywords clearly reflect the paper’s content? 4
Does the introduction present the problem clearly? 3
Are the results/conclusions justified? 4
How comprehensive and up-to-date is the subject matter presented? 5 - High/Yes
How adequate is the data presentation? 3
Are units and terminology used correctly? 5 - High/Yes
Is the number of cases adequate? 3
Are the experimental methods/clinical studies adequate? 4
Is the length appropriate in relation to the content? 3
Does the reader get new insights from the article? 4
Please rate the practical significance. 4
Please rate the accuracy of methods. 4
Please rate the statistical evaluation and quality control. 3
Please rate the appropriateness of the figures and tables. 2
Please rate the appropriateness of the references. 4
Please evaluate the writing style and use of language. 5 - High/Yes
Please judge the overall scientific quality of the manuscript. 2
Are you willing to review the revision of this manuscript? Yes 

Comments to Authors:
This is a difficult paper to review, the reason being that from my point of view it comprises two manuscripts put into one. 
The first paper would be a non-biased, objective review of all resorbable implants currently being put into use in children.  
The second paper would be a scientifically thorough evaluation of the author‘s quest to identify optimum resorption kinetics in magnesium-
alloy-based implants. 
However, this manuscript throws these two very different aims together to produce something I would call “not fish nor flesh”. 
Both, the review part together with the thorough literature review as well as the more basic scientific paper dealing with resorption kinetics 
optimization in magnesium-based implants will have their merit, audience, and are well worth being published in my opinion. 
Therefore, as a reviewer, I can only recommend to take this submitted manuscript apart, to write two separate papers as outlined above, 
and finally, to resubmit one or the other or both papers to this journal‘s review process.

Editors’ Comments to Original Submission
Feb 14, 2018
Re-format manuscript regarding structure. Clearly separate into two sections and clearly state in the introduction that the manuscript com-
prises two parts,  
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1. overview of what is beeing used and  
2. what is the current state of scientific knowledge and development 

Authors’ Response to Reviewer Comments
Apr 19, 2018

Point-to-point revision 
 
Reviewer #1: 
This is a very nice review concerning absorbable implants for osteosynthesis in children and describes also the history of absorbable 
implants used until now. The manuscript is very understandable and well investigated. However a lot of abbreviations are used and not all of 
them are explained or elucidated. In some of these abbreviations the reader will miss the meaning of it. Short explanations would be appro-
priate. Congratulations to the authors for a very good job in summarizing the state of the art.  
We thank Reviewer #1 for drawing our attention to abbreviations. We checked again the manuscript for abbreviations and missing explana-
tions and added the explanation if necessary (e.g. page 10 polyethyleneglycol).  
 
Reviewer #2: 
This paper comprises two manuscripts put into one. The first paper would be a non-biased, objective review of all resorbable implants 
currently being put into use in children. The second paper would be a scientifically thorough evaluation of the author’s quest to identify 
optimum resorption kinetics in magnesium-alloy-based implants.  
However, this manuscript throws these two very different aims together. Both, the review part together with the thorough literature review 
as well as the more basic scientific paper dealing with resorption kinetics optimization in magnesium-based implants will have their merit, 
audience, and are well worth being published in my opinion. Therefore, as a reviewer, I can only recommend to take this submitted manu-
script apart, to write two separate papers as outlined above, and finally, to resubmit one or the other or both papers to this journal’s review 
process.  
 
Editor’s suggestion:  
Re-format manuscript regarding structure. Clearly separate into two sections and clearly state in the introduction that the manuscript com-
prises two parts, 
1. overview of what is being used and  
2. what is the current state of scientific knowledge and development  
 
We thank Reviewer #2 for his comments and suggestion on manuscript’s structure. According to the comments and suggestions of the 
editors the manuscript was slightly changed in structure as follows:  
Abstract: we included the following part “…we will give an overview of implant materials that are currently used in pediatric traumatology 
with a focus on Mg based implants. Furthermore we will discuss current scientific knowledge on resorbable implants including results from 
pre-clinics and clinics.”  
Page 3: we included the following statement on manuscript’s structure “First, the article will give an overview of implant materials that are 
currently used in certain indications with a focus on Magnesium-based implants. In a second part the article will discuss current scientific 
knowledge on resorbable implants investigated in pre-clinical and clinical studies.”  
Page 5: we also included the title “Magnesium-based implants” to improve the structure and rearranged the first two paragraphs to improve 
readability of the manuscript.  
We also included some details on polymers in page 3 and 4 highlighted with track changes.
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Reviewers’ Comments to Revision 

Reviewer 2: Dirk W. Sommerfeldt

May 07, 2018

Reviewer Recommendation Term: Accept
Overall Reviewer Manuscript Rating: N/A

Custom Review Questions Response
Is the subject area appropriate for you? 5 - High/Yes
Does the title clearly reflect the paper’s content? 4
Does the abstract clearly reflect the paper’s content? 4
Do the keywords clearly reflect the paper’s content? 4
Does the introduction present the problem clearly? 4
Are the results/conclusions justified? 4
How comprehensive and up-to-date is the subject matter presented? 5 - High/Yes
How adequate is the data presentation? 4
Are units and terminology used correctly? 4
Is the number of cases adequate? 3
Are the experimental methods/clinical studies adequate? 4
Is the length appropriate in relation to the content? 4
Does the reader get new insights from the article? 4
Please rate the practical significance. 5 - High/Yes
Please rate the accuracy of methods. 4
Please rate the statistical evaluation and quality control. 3
Please rate the appropriateness of the figures and tables. 3
Please rate the appropriateness of the references. 5 - High/Yes
Please evaluate the writing style and use of language. 5 - High/Yes
Please judge the overall scientific quality of the manuscript. 3
Are you willing to review the revision of this manuscript? Yes 

Comments to Authors:
I like the manuscript better now in the second pass. However, I still believe that it is not the best idea to mix the objective and full-scope 
review part together with the elaborate and detailed story about the development of Mg-based implants in the author‘s working group.


