
  

1 

 

 

7041 Koll Center Parkway, Suite 

160, Pleasanton, CA 94566, USA  

Telephone: +1-925-399-1568  

E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com 

https://www.wjgnet.com 

PEER-REVIEW REPORT 

 

Name of journal: World Journal of Clinical Cases 

Manuscript NO: 74024 

Title: Application of a Novel Computer-Assisted Surgery System in Percutaneous 

Nephrolithotomy: A Controlled Study 

Provenance and peer review: Unsolicited Manuscript; Externally peer reviewed 

Peer-review model: Single blind 

Reviewer’s code: 04729411 

Position: Peer Reviewer 

Academic degree: MD 

Professional title: Associate Professor 

Reviewer’s Country/Territory: Iran 

Author’s Country/Territory: China 

Manuscript submission date: 2021-12-13 

Reviewer chosen by: AI Technique 

Reviewer accepted review: 2022-01-06 13:02 

Reviewer performed review: 2022-01-06 16:23 

Review time: 3 Hours 

Scientific quality 
[  ] Grade A: Excellent  [ Y] Grade B: Very good  [  ] Grade C: Good 

[  ] Grade D: Fair  [  ] Grade E: Do not publish 

Language quality 
[ Y] Grade A: Priority publishing  [  ] Grade B: Minor language polishing  

[  ] Grade C: A great deal of language polishing  [  ] Grade D: Rejection 

Conclusion 
[ Y] Accept (High priority)  [  ] Accept (General priority) 

[  ] Minor revision  [  ] Major revision  [  ] Rejection 

Re-review [  ] Yes  [ Y] No 



  

2 

 

 

7041 Koll Center Parkway, Suite 

160, Pleasanton, CA 94566, USA  

Telephone: +1-925-399-1568  

E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com 

https://www.wjgnet.com 

Peer-reviewer 

statements 

Peer-Review: [ Y] Anonymous  [  ] Onymous 

Conflicts-of-Interest: [  ] Yes  [ Y] No 

 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Deae Authors, Thank you for sharing your experience. 



  

3 

 

 

7041 Koll Center Parkway, Suite 

160, Pleasanton, CA 94566, USA  

Telephone: +1-925-399-1568  

E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com 

https://www.wjgnet.com 

PEER-REVIEW REPORT 

 

Name of journal: World Journal of Clinical Cases 

Manuscript NO: 74024 

Title: Application of a Novel Computer-Assisted Surgery System in Percutaneous 

Nephrolithotomy: A Controlled Study 

Provenance and peer review: Unsolicited Manuscript; Externally peer reviewed 

Peer-review model: Single blind 

Reviewer’s code: 02534290 

Position: Editorial Board 

Academic degree: MD, MSc, PhD 

Professional title: Doctor, Professor, Surgeon, Surgical Oncologist 

Reviewer’s Country/Territory: Romania 

Author’s Country/Territory: China 

Manuscript submission date: 2021-12-13 

Reviewer chosen by: AI Technique 

Reviewer accepted review: 2022-01-23 14:17 

Reviewer performed review: 2022-01-26 09:31 

Review time: 2 Days and 19 Hours 

Scientific quality 
[ Y] Grade A: Excellent  [  ] Grade B: Very good  [  ] Grade C: Good 

[  ] Grade D: Fair  [  ] Grade E: Do not publish 

Language quality 
[ Y] Grade A: Priority publishing  [  ] Grade B: Minor language polishing  

[  ] Grade C: A great deal of language polishing  [  ] Grade D: Rejection 

Conclusion 
[ Y] Accept (High priority)  [  ] Accept (General priority) 

[  ] Minor revision  [  ] Major revision  [  ] Rejection 

Re-review [  ] Yes  [ Y] No 



  

4 

 

 

7041 Koll Center Parkway, Suite 

160, Pleasanton, CA 94566, USA  

Telephone: +1-925-399-1568  

E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com 

https://www.wjgnet.com 

Peer-reviewer 

statements 

Peer-Review: [  ] Anonymous  [ Y] Onymous 

Conflicts-of-Interest: [  ] Yes  [ Y] No 

 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors discuss how percutaneous nephrolithotomy is still a great challenge for 
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techniques are required in planning and navigation, like Hisense computed-assisted 
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