
1

PEER-REVIEW REPORT

Name of journal:World Journal of Gastroenterology

Manuscript NO: 68003

Title: Comment on “Diagnostic approach to faecal incontinence: What test and when to

perform?”

Reviewer’s code: 05432221
Position: Peer Reviewer
Academic degree: DNB, MBBS, MD, MRCP

Professional title: Associate Professor

Reviewer’s Country/Territory: India

Author’s Country/Territory: China

Manuscript submission date: 2021-05-09

Reviewer chosen by: AI Technique

Reviewer accepted review: 2021-05-10 14:32

Reviewer performed review: 2021-05-10 15:01

Review time: 1 Hour

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

[ ] Grade D: Fair [ ] Grade E: Do not publish

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

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

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

[ ] Minor revision [ ] Major revision [ ] Rejection

Re-review [ ] Yes [ Y] No

Peer-reviewer

statements

Peer-Review: [ Y] Anonymous [ ] Onymous

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



2

SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This letter is a very well written, ell reviewed document. I do agree with the author

regarding the facts they raised. cutaneous nerve stimulation is playing an important role

presently hat was mentioned appropriately.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
please summarize the strengths of the review article that the editorial discusses. i would

prefer instead of saying this was deficient to say we think there other factors to be

considered such as etc
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