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Minor REVISION comments 

 

The article is aimed to report the presentation of 

substantial neck thinning due to stress shielding about a 

well-fixed Birmingham Mid Head Resection femoral 

implant.  The title is “FEMORAL NECK STRESS 

SHIELDING AFTER BIRMINGHAM MID HEAD RESECTION 

HIP ARTHROPLASTY – CASE REPORT AND LITERATURE 

REVIEW”. 

1. Please add more details and data of the previous 

reports.   

2. The clinical application of the study is very 

important.    The authors should to recommend the 

readers how to apply this knowledge into routine clinical 

practice.   

Thank you for your suggestions. 

Further information with relation to the 

recommendations by Asaad et al are provided. 

Note with respect to the clinical aspect of patient 

selection for short stem hip designs and stress 

shielding is made. 
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