
World Journal of
Clinical Cases

ISSN 2307-8960 (online)

World J Clin Cases  2021 February 26; 9(6): 1247-1498

Published by Baishideng Publishing Group Inc



WJCC https://www.wjgnet.com I February 26, 2021 Volume 9 Issue 6

World Journal of 

Clinical CasesW J C C
Contents Thrice Monthly Volume 9 Number 6 February 26, 2021

EDITORIAL

Interactive platform for peer review: A proposal to improve the current peer review system1247

Emile SH

MINIREVIEWS

Animal models of cathartic colon1251

Meng YY, Li QD, Feng Y, Liu J, Wang EK, Zhong L, Sun QL, Yuan JY

ORIGINAL ARTICLE

Case Control Study

New indicators in evaluation of hemolysis, elevated liver enzymes, and low platelet syndrome: A case-
control study

1259

Kang SY, Wang Y, Zhou LP, Zhang H

Retrospective Study

Analysis of hospitalization costs related to fall injuries in elderly patients1271

Su FY, Fu ML, Zhao QH, Huang HH, Luo D, Xiao MZ

Effect of alprostadil in the treatment of intensive care unit patients with acute renal injury1284

Jia Y, Liu LL, Su JL, Meng XH, Wang WX, Tian C

Clinical Trials Study

Etomidate vs propofol in coronary heart disease patients undergoing major noncardiac surgery: A 
randomized clinical trial

1293

Dai ZL, Cai XT, Gao WL, Lin M, Lin J, Jiang YX, Jiang X

Observational Study

Healthy individuals vs patients with bipolar or unipolar depression in gray matter volume1304

Zhang YN, Li H, Shen ZW, Xu C, Huang YJ, Wu RH

Impact of metabolism-related mutations on the heart rate of gastric cancer patients after peritoneal lavage1318

Yuan Y, Yao S, Luo GH, Zhang XY

CASE REPORT

Efficacy of afatinib in a patient with rare EGFR (G724S/R776H) mutations and amplification in lung 
adenocarcinoma: A case report

1329

He SY, Lin QF, Chen J, Yu GP, Zhang JL, Shen D



WJCC https://www.wjgnet.com II February 26, 2021 Volume 9 Issue 6

World Journal of Clinical Cases
Contents

Thrice Monthly Volume 9 Number 6 February 26, 2021

Esophageal superficial adenosquamous carcinoma resected by endoscopic submucosal dissection: A rare 
case report

1336

Liu GY, Zhang JX, Rong L, Nian WD, Nian BX, Tian Y

Do medullary thyroid carcinoma patients with high calcitonin require bilateral neck lymph node 
clearance? A case report

1343

Gan FJ, Zhou T, Wu S, Xu MX, Sun SH

Femoral epithelioid hemangioendothelioma detected with magnetic resonance imaging and positron 
emission tomography/computed tomography: A case report

1353

Zhao HG, Zhang KW, Hou S, Dai YY, Xu SB

Noninvasive tools based on immune biomarkers for the diagnosis of central nervous system graft-vs-host 
disease: Two case reports and a review of the literature

1359

Lyu HR, He XY, Hao HJ, Lu WY, Jin X, Zhao YJ, Zhao MF

Periodontally accelerated osteogenic orthodontics with platelet-rich fibrin in an adult patient with 
periodontal disease: A case report and review of literature

1367

Xu M, Sun XY, Xu JG

Subtalar joint pigmented villonodular synovitis misdiagnosed at the first visit: A case report1379

Zhao WQ, Zhao B, Li WS, Assan I

Wilson disease — the impact of hyperimmunity on disease activity: A case report1386

Stremmel W, Longerich T, Liere R, Vacata V, van Helden J, Weiskirchen R

Unexplained elevation of erythrocyte sedimentation rate in a patient recovering from COVID-19: A case 
report

1394

Pu SL, Zhang XY, Liu DS, Ye BN, Li JQ

Thoracic pyogenic infectious spondylitis presented as pneumothorax: A case report1402

Cho MK, Lee BJ, Chang JH, Kim YM

Unilateral pulmonary hemorrhage caused by negative pressure pulmonary edema: A case report1408

Park HJ, Park SH, Woo UT, Cho SY, Jeon WJ, Shin WJ

Osseous Rosai-Dorfman disease of tibia in children: A case report1416

Vithran DTA, Wang JZ, Xiang F, Wen J, Xiao S, Tang WZ, Chen Q

Abdominopelvic leiomyoma with large ascites: A case report and review of the literature1424

Wang YW, Fan Q, Qian ZX, Wang JJ, Li YH, Wang YD

Unusual presentation of granulomatosis with polyangiitis causing periaortitis and consequent subclavian 
steal syndrome: A case report

1433

Cho U, Kim SK, Ko JM, Yoo J

Postoperative discal pseudocyst and its similarities to discal cyst: A case report 1439

Fu CF, Tian ZS, Yao LY, Yao JH, Jin YZ, Liu Y, Wang YY



WJCC https://www.wjgnet.com III February 26, 2021 Volume 9 Issue 6

World Journal of Clinical Cases
Contents

Thrice Monthly Volume 9 Number 6 February 26, 2021

Treatment of oral lichen planus by surgical excision and acellular dermal matrix grafting: Eleven case 
reports and review of literature

1446

Fu ZZ, Chen LQ, Xu YX, Yue J, Ding Q, Xiao WL

Nonalcoholic fatty liver disease as a risk factor for cytomegalovirus hepatitis in an immunocompetent 
patient: A case report

1455

Khiatah B, Nasrollah L, Covington S, Carlson D

Early reoccurrence of traumatic posterior atlantoaxial dislocation without fracture: A case report1461

Sun YH, Wang L, Ren JT, Wang SX, Jiao ZD, Fang J

Intrahepatic cholangiocarcinoma is more complex than we thought: A case report1469

Zeng JT, Zhang JF, Wang Y, Qing Z, Luo ZH, Zhang YL, Zhang Y, Luo XZ

Congenital hepatic fibrosis in a young boy with congenital hypothyroidism: A case report1475

Xiao FF, Wang YZ, Dong F, Li XL, Zhang T

Polidocanol sclerotherapy for multiple gastrointestinal hemangiomas: A case report1483

Yao H, Xie YX, Guo JY, Wu HC, Xie R, Shi GQ

Gastrointestinal stromal tumor with multisegmental spinal metastases as first presentation: A case report 
and review of the literature

1490

Kong Y, Ma XW, Zhang QQ, Zhao Y, Feng HL



WJCC https://www.wjgnet.com IX February 26, 2021 Volume 9 Issue 6

World Journal of Clinical Cases
Contents

Thrice Monthly Volume 9 Number 6 February 26, 2021

ABOUT COVER

Editorial Board Member of World Journal of Clinical Cases, Dr. Quach is an Associate Professor of Gastroenterology 
at the University of Medicine and Pharmacy at Hochiminh City, Viet Nam, where he received his MD in 1997 and 
his PhD in 2011. Dr. Quach has published more than 100 reviews and original papers in local and international 
journals. He has received several awards, including Outstanding Presentation at the Biannual Scientific Congress 
of Vietnamese Nationwide Medical Schools, Medal of Creativeness from the Vietnamese Central Youth League, etc. 
Currently, he serves as a Vice President of the Vietnam Association of Gastroenterology and Secretary General of 
the Vietnam Federation for Digestive Endoscopy. (L-Editor: Filipodia)

AIMS AND SCOPE

The primary aim of World Journal of Clinical Cases (WJCC, World J Clin Cases) is to provide scholars and readers from 
various fields of clinical medicine with a platform to publish high-quality clinical research articles and 
communicate their research findings online.  
      WJCC mainly publishes articles reporting research results and findings obtained in the field of clinical medicine 
and covering a wide range of topics, including case control studies, retrospective cohort studies, retrospective 
studies, clinical trials studies, observational studies, prospective studies, randomized controlled trials, randomized 
clinical trials, systematic reviews, meta-analysis, and case reports.

INDEXING/ABSTRACTING

The WJCC is now indexed in Science Citation Index Expanded (also known as SciSearch®), Journal Citation 
Reports/Science Edition, Scopus, PubMed, and PubMed Central. The 2020 Edition of Journal Citation Reports® 
cites the 2019 impact factor (IF) for WJCC as 1.013; IF without journal self cites: 0.991; Ranking: 120 among 165 
journals in medicine, general and internal; and Quartile category: Q3. The WJCC's CiteScore for 2019 is 0.3 and 
Scopus CiteScore rank 2019: General Medicine is 394/529.

RESPONSIBLE EDITORS FOR THIS ISSUE

Production Editor: Ji-Hong Liu; Production Department Director: Xiang Li; Editorial Office Director: Jin-Lei Wang.

NAME OF JOURNAL INSTRUCTIONS TO AUTHORS

World Journal of Clinical Cases https://www.wjgnet.com/bpg/gerinfo/204

ISSN GUIDELINES FOR ETHICS DOCUMENTS

ISSN 2307-8960 (online) https://www.wjgnet.com/bpg/GerInfo/287

LAUNCH DATE GUIDELINES FOR NON-NATIVE SPEAKERS OF ENGLISH

April 16, 2013 https://www.wjgnet.com/bpg/gerinfo/240

FREQUENCY PUBLICATION ETHICS

Thrice Monthly https://www.wjgnet.com/bpg/GerInfo/288

EDITORS-IN-CHIEF PUBLICATION MISCONDUCT

Dennis A Bloomfield, Sandro Vento, Bao-Gan Peng https://www.wjgnet.com/bpg/gerinfo/208

EDITORIAL BOARD MEMBERS ARTICLE PROCESSING CHARGE

https://www.wjgnet.com/2307-8960/editorialboard.htm https://www.wjgnet.com/bpg/gerinfo/242

PUBLICATION DATE STEPS FOR SUBMITTING MANUSCRIPTS

February 26, 2021 https://www.wjgnet.com/bpg/GerInfo/239

COPYRIGHT ONLINE SUBMISSION

© 2021 Baishideng Publishing Group Inc https://www.f6publishing.com

© 2021 Baishideng Publishing Group Inc. All rights reserved. 7041 Koll Center Parkway, Suite 160, Pleasanton, CA 94566, USA

E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com  https://www.wjgnet.com

https://www.wjgnet.com/bpg/gerinfo/204
https://www.wjgnet.com/bpg/GerInfo/287
https://www.wjgnet.com/bpg/gerinfo/240
https://www.wjgnet.com/bpg/GerInfo/288
https://www.wjgnet.com/bpg/gerinfo/208
https://www.wjgnet.com/2307-8960/editorialboard.htm
https://www.wjgnet.com/bpg/gerinfo/242
https://www.wjgnet.com/bpg/GerInfo/239
https://www.f6publishing.com
mailto:bpgoffice@wjgnet.com
https://www.wjgnet.com


WJCC https://www.wjgnet.com 1247 February 26, 2021 Volume 9 Issue 6

World Journal of 

Clinical CasesW J C C
Submit a Manuscript: https://www.f6publishing.com World J Clin Cases 2021 February 26; 9(6): 1247-1250

DOI: 10.12998/wjcc.v9.i6.1247 ISSN 2307-8960 (online)

EDITORIAL

Interactive platform for peer review: A proposal to improve the 
current peer review system

Sameh Hany Emile

ORCID number: Sameh Hany Emile 
0000-0001-7854-5244.

Author contributions: Emile SH 
wrote and revised the manuscript.

Conflict-of-interest statement: No 
conflict of interest to be disclosed 
by the author.

Open-Access: This article is an 
open-access article that was 
selected by an in-house editor and 
fully peer-reviewed by external 
reviewers. It is distributed in 
accordance with the Creative 
Commons Attribution 
NonCommercial (CC BY-NC 4.0) 
license, which permits others to 
distribute, remix, adapt, build 
upon this work non-commercially, 
and license their derivative works 
on different terms, provided the 
original work is properly cited and 
the use is non-commercial. See: htt
p://creativecommons.org/License
s/by-nc/4.0/

Manuscript source: Invited 
manuscript

Specialty type: Medicine, research 
and experimental

Country/Territory of origin: Egypt

Peer-review report’s scientific 
quality classification
Grade A (Excellent): 0 
Grade B (Very good): B 

Sameh Hany Emile, General Surgery Department, Mansoura University Hospitals, Mansoura 
University, Mansoura 35516, Egypt

Corresponding author: Sameh Hany Emile, FACS, MBChB, MD, MSc, PhD, Associate 
Professor, Surgeon, General Surgery Department, Mansoura University Hospitals, Mansoura 
University, Dakahlia Governorate, Mansoura 35516, Egypt. dr_sameh81@mans.edu.eg

Abstract
Peer review is the cornerstone in scientific publication. Although peer review has 
paramount importance in ensuring the quality of the published literature, it still 
has a number of shortcomings. The present manuscript proposes a new method to 
improve the current peer review system by providing an interactive, dynamic 
platform that allows direct, anonymous interaction between the authors of 
submitted manuscripts and the reviewers. Such real-time interaction may help 
eliminate any problems related to misunderstanding or misinterpretation of the 
reviewer’s comments or the authors’ response, and would save time while 
keeping the identity of both parties anonymous.
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Core Tip: Peer review is the guarantor of the quality of the scientific literature. 
Although peer review plays a pivotal role in the vetting of the scholarly work 
submitted for publication and identification of its shortcomings and limitations, it still 
has its own limitations. The main drawbacks of the current peer review system are the 
extended time needed for reviewing articles, the difficulty in finding available expert 
reviewers, and the lack of direct communication between the reviewers and authors in 
an anonymous manner. The present editorial suggests an alternative, improved 
platform for peer review that involves direct communication between the authors and 
the reviewers in a real-time, anonymized manner. The proposed platform would 
provide more robust, quicker, and perhaps a fairer system for peer review of the 
literature.
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INTRODUCTION
Peer review is the most important guarantor of the integrity and quality of the 
scientific literature. Through peer review, one or more external reviewers examine the 
scientific merit, quality, rigor, and novelty of the presented manuscripts and usually 
provide constructive comments to improve the overall quality of the manuscript prior 
to its acceptance. Therefore, peer review is considered a quality metric that entails 
vetting of the manuscripts submitted for publication to identify their shortcomings 
and further explore their potential[1].

Common types of peer review include single-blind review in which the reviewer 
knows the identity of the authors but not the opposite; double-blind review in which 
both the authors and reviewer are anonymous to each other; and open peer review in 
which the identity of the authors and the reviewer is known by all participants, during 
or after the review process. In addition, to improve the overall process transparent 
peer review has been suggested. The transparent peer review system entails 
publishing the review reports along with the final accepted article, either with or 
without showing the identity of the reviewer[2].

SHORTCOMINGS OF THE CURRENT PEER REVIEW SYSTEM
While peer review is literally the cornerstone of scientific publication and advance, it is 
not without shortcomings. The major issue with peer review is that it depends entirely 
on the human factor, which is not free of bias and personal opinions and perspectives, 
at least in some cases. The dependence of peer review on the human factor has 
rendered the peer review process slow, inconsistent, biased, and sometimes abused[3].

Another problem with the current peer review system is the difficulty in assigning 
reviewers who are true experts in their field. Expert reviewers can be overwhelmed by 
several academic and clinical tasks and usually work under time constraints, several of 
whom deny the invitations to review submitted manuscripts. As such, the editor may 
rely on alternative reviewers who may not be sufficiently experienced in the topic of 
the article they are assigned, which can result in inadequate reviews. This also can lead 
to problems involving delayed review of manuscripts for several weeks or months, 
lack of providing constructive comments to improve the submitted manuscripts, and 
rejection of manuscripts without a proper scientific foundation. Gropp et al[4] describes 
the whole peer review process as a “system under stress”[4].

INTERACTIVE PEER REVIEW SYSTEM
As we live in the era of quick and accelerated scientific advancements, perhaps the old 
peer review system needs to be redesigned and improved. In this editorial, we propose 
a modification of the traditional peer review system in which every manuscript is sent 
to two or more external reviewers who provide their review reports to the associate 
editor who then renders a decision based on these reviews and the decision is sent to 
the authors. During this process, the authors and the reviewer have no direct contact, 
and the only communication available is through the response letter prepared by the 
authors and sent to the reviewer. This lack of direct contact can result in some 
misunderstanding and misinterpretation from both parties, which may eventually lead 
to the rejection of meritful manuscripts.

Our proposal is to introduce an interactive, double-blind peer review system 
(Figure 1) in which the authors and reviewer do not know the identity of each other, 
yet can communicate actively and effectively in real-time. This can be established 
through a platform provided by the electronic submission and review system of each 
journal, a platform similar to common social media applications such as WhatsApp™. 
In this way, the reviewer writes up his/her report and uploads it to the system 
anonymously where the editor and the authors are able to see the reviewer’s 
comments in real-time. If the associate editor eventually decides to reconsider the 
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Figure 1  Diagram illustrating the process of interactive, double-blind peer review.

article after addressing the reviewer’s comments, the authors would then prepare a 
point-by-point reply to the reviewer’s remarks and upload it to the same system. At 
this point, instead of just reading the authors’ reply, the reviewer and the authors can 
actually interact through this platform in real-time; thus, the authors can understand 
what the reviewer are actually asking for and the reviewer can fully comprehend the 
authors’ response and perspective in a clear and direct manner. An example of how 
the interactive peer review platform would facilitate the communication between 
authors and reviewers is shown in Figure 2.

ADVANTAGES OF THE INTERACTIVE PEER REVIEW SYSTEM
The advantages of this proposed system are as follows: (1) The system is double-blind; 
thus, the peer review process would be impartial and would not be positively or 
negatively impacted by the authors’ names, affiliation, or country. (2) The real-time 
interaction between the authors and the reviewer would eliminate many of the 
problems related to the failure of interpretation of the reviewer’s remarks, hence 
saving time and shortening the peer review process. (3) As the authors and reviewer 
work together, the overall quality of the manuscript would be substantially improved 
with new analyses and explanations added. Even if the reviewer decides to reject the 
manuscript outright, they can still do so on this platform since their identity is not 
known to the authors.

DISADVANTAGES OF THE INTERACTIVE PEER REVIEW SYSTEM
Possible disadvantages of the proposed interactive peer review system may include: 
the costs associated with the establishment and maintenance of the platform and its 
online server, possibility of difficult access of some of the editors or the reviewers to 
the platform, and the fact that having a double-blind review may not enable the 
reviewers to identify possible conflict of interests with the authors. It is important to 
note that the traditional peer review system enables the editor to view the reviewers’ 
comments before sending them to the authors; thus, the editor can omit or edit any 
personal or inappropriate comments to the authors. This can be also implemented in 
the interactive peer review system by having the responsible editor approve the 
reviewers’ comments before they are posted in the platform and before the authors are 
able to view them.

CONCLUSION
The interactive peer review platform may facilitate direct communication between the 
authors and reviewers, help resolve any misinterpretations, and accelerate the process 
of peer review. Whether or not this proposal gets implemented in the future, we 
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Figure 2  An example of the interactive peer review platform.

should agree that the current peer review system needs serious amendments to avoid 
its current drawbacks and improve the ultimate outcome of the process.
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