
  

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 Gastroenterology 

Manuscript NO: 84132 

Title: Current opinions on the use of therapeutic anticoagulation for splanchnic vein 

thrombosis in acute pancreatitis: A survey and case-vignette study in the Netherlands 

Provenance and peer review: Unsolicited Manuscript; Externally peer reviewed 

Peer-review model: Single blind 

Reviewer’s code: 05226306 
Position: Editorial Board 

Academic degree: FACS, MBBS, MCh, MNAMS 

Professional title: Professor 

Reviewer’s Country/Territory: India 

Author’s Country/Territory: Netherlands 

Manuscript submission date: 2023-03-06 

Reviewer chosen by: AI Technique 

Reviewer accepted review: 2023-03-07 03:20 

Reviewer performed review: 2023-03-07 12:40 

Review time: 9 Hours 

Scientific quality 

[ Y] Grade A: Excellent  [  ] Grade B: Very good  [  ] Grade C: 

Good 

[  ] Grade D: Fair  [  ] Grade E: Do not publish 

Novelty of this manuscript 
[  ] Grade A: Excellent   [ Y] Grade B: Good    [  ] Grade C: Fair 

[  ] Grade D: No novelty 

Creativity or innovation of 

this manuscript 

[  ] Grade A: Excellent   [ Y] Grade B: Good    [  ] Grade C: Fair 

[  ] Grade D: No creativity or innovation 



  

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 

Scientific significance of the 

conclusion in this manuscript 

[  ] Grade A: Excellent   [ Y] Grade B: Good    [  ] Grade C: Fair 

[  ] Grade D: No scientific significance 

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)  [  ] Accept (General priority) 

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

Re-review [  ] Yes  [ Y] No 

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

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

 
SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
1. "This proportion of untreated patients is substantially higher.." If the study was 

targeting the reasons for lesser usage, the questionnaire could have addressed the same  
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Quality of manuscript organization and presentation. Is the manuscript well, concisely 
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Authors should have prepared their manuscripts according to BPG’s standards for 
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2009 Checklist - Evidence-Based Medicine, Systematic review, Meta-Analysis; (4) 

STROBE Statement - Case Control study, Observational study, Retrospective Cohort 

study; and (5) The ARRIVE Guidelines - Basic study. For (6) Letters to the Editor, the 

author(s) should have prepared the manuscript according to the appropriate research 

methods and reporting. Letters to the Editor will be critically evaluated and only letters 

with new important original or complementary information should be considered for 

publication. A Letter to the Editor that only recapitulates information published in the 

article(s) and states that more studies are needed is not acceptable? STROBE is not 

recommended in this study type to my knowlegde.   14 Ethics statements. For all 

manuscripts involving human studies and/or animal experiments, author(s) must 

submit the related formal ethics documents that were reviewed and approved by their 

local ethical review committee. Did the manuscript meet the requirements of ethics? 

Ethical review was waived and it is appropriate in this study type. 
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