The manuscript reviewed is a narrative review of OI.

-Thank you for thoughtful review of our manuscript, the revisions to text are detailed below. 

The discussion of the challenges with wearing prostheses with sockets lacks detail and may lead a naïve reader to think that OI is the only sound option. A more nuanced discussion about sockets and the role of OI is warranted.

-Added more information on socket innovations and reference to satisfied socket users. Changed language to support osseointegration utilization less avidly while maintaining the problems socket users face. Added sentence on the role of OI in amputees.

More details as to the risks and benefits of the procedure are needed.

-In addition to stoma infection, deep infection and hip fracture, implant fracture (a recently identified complication) was added. 

More detail on the indications for OI in transfemoral, transtibial and upper limb amputees is warranted.

-Expanded the paragraph on indications, especially tibia and upper extremity. 

The section on surgical considerations should detail the process for FDA approved implants vs others.  Diagrams/drawing/photos would significantly strengthen this section.

-Added info on FDA, added Figure 2 which makes the components of an osseointegration more clear

Post implant rehabilitation description should be more detailed, perhaps in its own section.

-Moved to own section, added more details on the screw fit rehab from the Swedish protocol and other considerations 

I would suggest that the authors consider creating a table to summarize the implants available and to separate those available in the US (FDA approved or special use) vs. those used in other countries.

-Created Table 1 to summarize implants

The section on outcomes is strong. Sections headings on short term vs. longer term outcomes would be helpful.

-Section Headings added

The authors are encouraged to review the text to identify and reduce the use of expert opinion statements or add citations to support those statements.

-Multiple citations added throughout text

I would suggest the use of person-first language (e.g. people with amputations).

-Changed throughout paper except in References and OPRA system

I would suggest the use of “wheelchair use for mobility” vs “wheelchair bound”.

-Change made throughout paper


Minor comments:

Per-Ingvar Branemark (Rickard Branemark’s father) was primarily an anatomist and bone researcher.  The story itself is interesting as he “bumped” into OI doing bone research.  Elaborating is not needed but could strengthen the introduction (see https://www.nytimes.com/2014/12/28/health/per-ingvar-branemark-dental-innovator-dies-at-85.html for details).

-Added Per-Ingvar Branemark’s name 

Please add to the figure descriptions the type of implant used.  If history is available that would be interesting (especially with the transtibial case which is rarer)

-Short histories added

-Osseointegrated prosthetic limb (OPL) system added to each legend (used in all of these cases).

