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	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	AE,	
Although	relatively	large	samples	entered	in	this	study;	but	this	study's	purpose	was
evaluation	technical	success,	clinical	outcomes,	and	complications	of	the	single-incision
technique	for	the	placement	of	TIVAPs.	In	the	current	study,	were	used	of	retrospective
data	collected	for	medical	care	of	patients	can	cause	confounding.	Since	for	evaluation	of
the	effectiveness	of	treatment	must	be	used	of	randomized	clinical	trial	design.	
Thanks.

	Masoud	Pezeshki	Rad:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	AE,	
-	Title:	Good,	Proper	article	title	that	reflects	the	content	appropriately.	
-	Abstract:	Good,	structured,	and	adequate.	Kew	words	must	be	selected	according	to
MESH.	
-	Introduction(background):	acceptable.	Good	clarification	of	objectives.	
-	Materials	and	methods:	Clearly	describe	the	selection	of	patients	and	appropriate
statistical	analysis.	
-	Results	and	discussion:	good	
-	References:	appropriate	and	recent	studies.	
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-	Proper	English	writing	
Final	decision:	approved.	
Thanks.	

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	EIC	
Based	on	the	authors'	answers	to	the	reviewers'	comments,	the	reviewer(s)	have
recommended	publication.	
Kind	regards.	

	Madjid	Shakiba:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	EIC	
Based	on	the	authors'	answers	to	the	reviewers'	comments,	the	reviewer(s)	have
recommended	publication.	
Kind	regards.	

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	EIC	
Based	on	the	authors'	answers	to	the	reviewers'	comments,	the	reviewer(s)	have
recommended	publication.	
Kind	regards.	

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	authors,	
Your	article	is	acceptable	for	the	publication	in	IJR.	
Regards
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