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Response to Letter to the Editor

Dear Editor,
We would like to thank the authors for their response to 

our article.1 Our main objective was to report the risk for 
major revision surgery after a long-term follow-up of peri-
chondrium transplantation and to evaluate the influence of 
patient characteristics. As such, major revision surgery was 
defined as failure. The authors agree that, depending on the 
objective, multiple outcomes can be used for the definition 
of failure.

To be able to compare our results to other publications 
that report mid- to long-term outcome, we chose to use the 
IKDC (International Knee Documentation Committee) 
score. This score is currently one of the best validated ques-
tionnaires and is often used because of its simplicity.2 
Another advantage of the IKDC score is the possibility to 
adjust for age, an important factor in our long-term follow-
up, as we elaborated on in our discussion.3

The described MCID (minimal clinically important 
difference) and PASS (patient acceptable symptomatic 
state) values for microfracture are calculated for a follow-
up of maximum 24 months.4 It is unclear what values 
would be expected after a longer-term follow-up like our 
22-year follow-up and therefore difficult to apply to our 
results.

However, we support the need for critical evaluation of 
cartilage repair in general through broader failure defini-
tions, such as psychometric measures like MCID and 
PASS.

It would be interesting if these definitions can not only 
unravel the potential of cartilage treatments, as suggested in 
the comment, but also further unravel the influence of 
patient characteristics leading to improved treatment algo-
rithms for better outcome of cartilage repair strategies on 
the short- and mid-term and as such preventing major pros-
thetic revision surgery.

Maarten P.F. Janssen
Maastricht University Medical Centre,  

Maastricht, Netherlands

Esther G.M. van der Linden
Maastricht University Medical Centre,  

Maastricht, Netherlands

Tim A.E.J. Boymans
Maastricht University Medical Centre,  

Maastricht, Netherlands

Tim J.M. Welting
Maastricht University Medical Centre,  

Maastricht, Netherlands

Lodewijk W. van Rhijn
Maastricht University Medical Centre,  

Maastricht, Netherlands

Sjoerd K. Bulstra
University Medical Centre Groningen,  

Groningen, Netherlands

Peter J. Emans
Maastricht University Medical Centre,  

Maastricht, Netherlands

Authors’ Note

The authors’ declarations of personal and financial interests are 
unchanged from those in the original article.1

References

	1.	 Janssen MPF, van der Linden EGM, Boymans TAEJ, 
Welting TJM, van Rhijn LW, Bulstra SK, et al. Twenty-two-
year outcome of cartilage repair surgery by perichondrium 
transplantation. Cartilage. Published online September 15, 
2020. doi:10.1177/1947603520958146

	2.	 Roos EM, Engelhart L, Ranstam J, Anderson AF, Irrgang JJ, 
Marx RG, et  al. ICRS recommendation document: patient-
reported outcome instruments for use in patients with articular 
cartilage defects. Cartilage. 2011;2(2):122-36.

	3.	 Anderson AF, Irrgang JJ, Kocher MS, Mann BJ, Harrast 
JJ; International Knee Documentation Committee. The 
International Knee Documentation Committee Subjective 
Knee Evaluation Form: normative data. Am J Sports Med. 
2006;34(1):128-35.

	4.	 Chahla J, Kunze KN, Tauro T, Wright-Chisem J, Williams 
BT, Beletsky A, et al. Defining the minimal clinically impor-
tant difference and patient acceptable symptom state for 
microfracture of the knee: a psychometric analysis at short-
term follow-up. Am J Sports Med. 2020;48(4):876-83.

979850 CARXXX10.1177/1947603520979850CARTILAGE
letter2020

Response to Comment by  
Andriolo et al.

http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1177%2F1947603520979850&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2020-12-15

