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Dear Editor,  Thanks for your assignment for reviewing the submitted manu in WJCC. I 

think the manuscript topic is very interesting, however, many criticisms should be 

addressed as below. I think the manu will be accepted in WJCC after fully and proper 

revising.  Major and minor The summary does not match the flow of the text. This is an 

elementary flaw. Where did the main point come from that "a garaphical abstract must 

be adopted"? Please add to your discussion a further enumeration of the rationale, 

evidence, and factors that have contributed to the dramatic decline in case reporting. We 

believe that a general description of the five main standardized SEASONS is 

unnecessary. It makes little sense. Please delete them or provide a shortened description 

of only the main points. Rather, please explain and discuss the significance and 

usefulness of each SECTION as a case report, how it is recommended to be described, 

and the rationale behind it, citing references, and if not, specifically explaining and 
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SECTION and the author's discussion sufficiently. Page 7, line 4: It is stated that case 

reports are infrequently cited, which reduces the IF of the journal, but since they are 

case-specific reports and studies, the scope of the content is narrow and the expertise of 

the readers is limited, resulting in a small number of readers, The report has the 

important role of searching for similar reported case series, examining them thoroughly, 

and advocating their characteristics and future research topics. Page 7, line 10: There is 

no difference or bias in the process of publication of case report articles depending on 

the department. Case reports from all departments are useful and do not differ. The 

description is childish and could be misleading as it is biased. Page 7, line 19 What is a 

retrospective study? Please provide sources and details about the study. 
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