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more important is the view of the patient and not of the physician or researcher. 
 
Author Response: Thank you for your review and commendation. The manuscript 
has been edited to improve the language and scientific quality further. 



(1) Science editor: 

The manuscript has been peer-reviewed, and it' s ready for the first decision. 

Language Quality: Grade A (Priority publishing) 

Scientific Quality: Grade B (Very good) 

 

Author Response: Thank you for your review and commendation. The manuscript 
has been edited to improve the language and scientific quality further. 
 

(2) Company editor-in-chief: 

I have reviewed the Peer-Review Report, full text of the manuscript, and the relevant 

ethics documents, all of which have met the basic publishing requirements of the World 

Journal of Clinical Cases, and the manuscript is conditionally accepted. I have sent the 

manuscript to the author(s) for its revision according to the Peer-Review Report, 

Editorial Office’s comments and the Criteria for Manuscript Revision by Authors. 

Please provide the original figure documents. Please prepare and arrange the figures 

using PowerPoint to ensure that all graphs or arrows or text portions can be 

reprocessed by the editor. In order to respect and protect the author’s intellectual 

property rights and prevent others from misappropriating figures without the author's 

authorization or abusing figures without indicating the source, we will indicate the 

author's copyright for figures originally generated by the author, and if the author has 

used a figure published elsewhere or that is copyrighted, the author needs to be 
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standard three-line tables, that is, only the top line, bottom line, and column line are 

displayed, while other table lines are hidden. The contents of each cell in the table 
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and improve the highlights of the latest cutting-edge research results, thereby further 
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