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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The article is within the scope of the journal, and deals with an interesting topic. It's
well written, and it's easy to read. The experiment is well designed and shows original
and interesting results. However, to be accepted it should be improved in some aspects:

a) The state of the art should be extended because it does not exist. b) It should be
structured and organized in the standard sections: introduction, materials and methods,
results, discussion and conclusions. c) In the discussion section, the presented work
should be compared with other similar ones to establish the advances and limitations of
the presented work. d) The conclusions should summarize the scientific contribution of

the work and establish a set of lines of future work.




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

