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Dear honorific editor, 

 

We sincerely appreciate the thoughtful critiques you provided regarding our manuscript, "Study on gender 

differences and potential clinical value of three-dimensional computerized tomography pelvimetry in rectal 

cancer patients." My co-authors and I understand the concerns raised. We have carefully revised the 

manuscript to address all of the valuable feedback. Our detailed responses to each comment are provided 

in this letter (following this page). By incorporating the constructive criticism of experts in the field, we are 

confident the revised manuscript represents a significantly improved work that makes a meaningful 

contribution. We truly appreciate and welcome any final suggestions before publishing in your eminent 

journal. Please let us know if you require any additional information. 

 

Best regards,  

Xiao-cong Zhou and Qiang wang 
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Reviewer’ Comments: 

The authors addressed an anatomical problem that is important in the surgical approach. I will make a 

few suggestions to make the article more interesting.  

1. Introduction: The type of rectal cancer operations and the importance of pelvic measurements in 

these operations should be explained in more detail.  

Response: Thank you for your valuable comment. As suggested, the type of rectal cancer operations 

and the importance of pelvic measurements in these operations have been explained in more detail in 

the revised manuscript (with yellow color, page 5), which are as follows:      
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2. Introduction: The shortcomings of the studies summarized as 1-5 should be given in more detail.  

Response: Thank you for your valuable comment. As suggested, the shortcomings of the studies 

summarized as 1-5 have been given in more detail (with yellow color, page 6), which are as follows:  

           

3. Introduction: Data regarding the number of patients and methodology of the findings should be 

extracted 

Response: Thank you for your valuable comment. As suggested, data regarding the number of 

patients and methodology of the findings have be extracted in the revised manuscript (with yellow 

color, page 6), which are as follows:  
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4. Discussion: In the first paragraphs, only gynecological operations were mentioned, but the study 

actually deals with rectal operations. The discussion should be expanded in this direction.  

Response: Thank you for your valuable comment. As suggested, the discussion have been expanded in 

this direction in the revised manuscript (with yellow color, page 13), which are as follows:  

                   

5. Discussion: Study limitations should be presented. In particular, it appears that intraobserver and 

interobserver variability were not studied during the measurements. This should be explained or added 

to the limitations. 

Response: Thank you for your valuable comment. In fact, we have presented the intraobserver 

variability during the measurements in results section (page 12, 13), which are as follows: 
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As suggested, some study limitations have been added with yellow color in the last paragraph of the 

discussion section of the revised manuscript (page 16, 17), which are as follows:                                 
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Editor Comments: 

I have reviewed the Peer-Review Report, full text of the manuscript, and the relevant ethics documents, 

all of which have met the basic publishing requirements of the World Journal of Gastrointestinal 

Oncology, and the manuscript is conditionally accepted. I have sent the manuscript to the author(s) for 

its revision according to the Peer-Review Report, Editorial Office’s comments and the Criteria for 

Manuscript Revision by Authors. Before its final acceptance, please provide and upload the following 

important documents: Biostatistics Review Certificate, a statement affirming that the statistical review 

of the study was performed by a biomedical statistician; Signed Informed Consent Form(s) or 

Document(s), the primary version (PDF) of the Informed Consent Form that has been signed by all 

subjects and investigators of the study, prepared in the official language of the authors’ country.  

Response: Thank you for your valuable comment. We have submitted the Biostatistics Review 

Certificate. Due to the nature of retrospective research, the informed consent of the subjects have 

been exempted by our ethics committee, which is as follows: 
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Before final acceptance, uniform presentation should be used for figures showing the same or similar 

contents; for example, “Figure 1 Pathological changes of atrophic gastritis after treatment. A: ...; B: ...; 

C: ...; D: ...; E: ...; F: ...; G: ...”. Please provide the original figure documents. Please prepare and arrange 

the figures using PowerPoint to ensure that all graphs or arrows or text portions can be reprocessed by 

the editor. In order to respect and protect the author’s intellectual property rights and prevent others 

from misappropriating figures without the author's authorization or abusing figures without indicating 

the source, we will indicate the author's copyright for figures originally generated by the author, and if 

the author has used a figure published elsewhere or that is copyrighted, the author needs to be 

authorized by the previous publisher or the copyright holder and/or indicate the reference source and 

copyrights. Please check and confirm whether the figures are original (i.e. generated de novo by the 

author(s) for this paper). If the picture is ‘original’, the author needs to add the following copyright 

information to the bottom right-hand side of the picture in PowerPoint (PPT): Copyright © The Author(s) 

2023. Authors are required to provide standard three-line tables, that is, only the top line, bottom line, 

and column line are displayed, while other table lines are hidden. The contents of each cell in the table 

should conform to the editing specifications, and the lines of each row or column of the table should be 

aligned. Do not use carriage returns or spaces to replace lines or vertical lines and do not segment cell 

content. Please upload the approved grant application form(s) or funding agency copy of any approval 

document(s). 

Response: All copyright and formatting requirements from the editor regarding figures, tables, and 

supplementary documents have been addressed. The previously generated figures now have the 

required author copyright statement included. Additionally, the figures, tables, and submitted 

documents follow the specified guidelines on style and presentation format. All editor requests involving 

copyright provisions, formatting guidelines, and document submission have been appropriately 

completed per journal requirements in the revised manuscript. Please advise if the revised files need 

any further formatting changes or meet established submission standards。 

 

 


