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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Review comments WJCC- 91757_reviewer, major revision. It is my great honour and

pleasure to review such an interesting manuscript. The authors report laparoscopic

radical resection of rectal cancer and adequate lymph node removal in a patient with

crossed renal ectopia with no postoperative discomfort. This article is a clinical case

report. The authors should strongly explain the scientific reasons for the correlations

between crossed renal ectopia with rectal cancer. In this condition, there is academically

nothing, at all. Line 12, page4, Please delete or replace the inadequate expression “that is

to say, we began to walk on a too deep plane,” There has been a similar reported as

below. 3D-laparoscopic anterior rectal resection in a patient with crossed fused renal

ectopia: the importance of 3D imaging. Minerva Chir 2017 Dec;72(6):546-547. doi:

10.23736/S0026-4733.17.07363-1. Of course, this topic is interesting and important.

However, the present manuscript needs some revisions for the publication of “World

Journal of Clinical Cases”.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Review comments WJCC-91757 R1, reviewer. It is my great honour and pleasure to

re-review a revised manuscript. I have no major criticisms on this version. The present

manuscript is suitable for the publication of “World Journal of Clinical Cases”.
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