
  

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: 79940 

Title: Accessory renal arteries - a source of hypertension: A case report 

Provenance and peer review: Unsolicited manuscript; Externally peer reviewed 

Peer-review model: Single blind 

Reviewer’s code: 06255079 

Position: Peer Reviewer 

Academic degree: MSc 

Professional title: Lecturer 

Reviewer’s Country/Territory: Ethiopia 

Author’s Country/Territory: Romania 

Manuscript submission date: 2022-09-13 

Reviewer chosen by: AI Technique 

Reviewer accepted review: 2022-09-13 10:06 

Reviewer performed review: 2022-09-21 19:05 

Review time: 8 Days and 8 Hours 

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

[  ] Grade D: Fair  [  ] Grade E: Do not publish 

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

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

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

[ Y] Minor revision  [  ] Major revision  [  ] Rejection 

Re-review [  ] Yes  [ Y] No 

Peer-reviewer Peer-Review: [ Y] Anonymous  [  ] Onymous 



  

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 

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

 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

1 Title. Does the title reflect the main subject/hypothesis of the manuscript? • 

Well-written 2. Abstract. Does the abstract summarize and reflect the work described in 

the manuscript? • Yes, the abstract cover the main aspect of the work  3 Key words. Do 

the key words reflect the focus of the manuscript? o It is recommended to use MeSH 

headings as the keywords. Please correct, if possible.  4. Introduction: Does the 

manuscript adequately describe the background, present status and significance of the 

study? o Yes, clearly written.  5.  Patient Information: Does the manuscript describe 

methods (e.g., experiments, data analysis, surveys, and clinical trials, etc.) in adequate 

detail?   • An essential detail of the case that allows to a useful conclusion is mentioned.  

6. Clinical Findings. Are the research objectives achieved by the experiments used in this 

study? What are the contributions that the study has made for research progress in this 

field?  • Physical  examination (PE) and important clinical findings are stated.  7 

Discussion. Does the manuscript interpret the findings adequately and appropriately, 

highlighting the key points concisely, clearly and logically? Are the findings and their 

applicability/relevance to the literature stated in a clear and definite manner? Is the 

discussion accurate and does it discuss the paper’s scientific significance and/or 

relevance to clinical practice sufficiently?  • The discussion part looks relevant, clear 
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Medicine, Systematic review, Meta-Analysis; (4) STROBE Statement - Case Control 

study, Observational study, Retrospective Cohort study; and (5) The ARRIVE Guidelines 

- Basic study. Did the author prepare the manuscript according to the appropriate 

research methods and reporting?  • The statistical analysis looks appropriate and 
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