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Dear authors! Here is my evaluation: The title reflects the main subjecthesis of the

manuscript and the abstract summarize and reflects the work described in the

manuscript. The key words reflects the focus of your manuscript and it also adequately

describes the background, present status and significance of your study. The case

presentation the the method in an appropriate way. The manuscript interprets the
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lack of your results and the relevance in the literature. There is a discussion in your
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is well, concisely and coherently organized and presented. Style, language and grammar

is accurate and appropriate Authors prepared the manuscript according to the

appropriate research methods and reporting. Best regards! Your reviewer



5


	PEER-REVIEW REPORT
	Name of journal: World Journal of Clinical Cases
	PEER-REVIEW REPORT
	Name of journal: World Journal of Clinical Cases

