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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Add in literature review to show the research gap. 
2. Reference is number system, but there is a mix of number and author system in citation. 
3. There are four author system style under references before the number system. Please stick to one style 

only. 
4. Should add in control group results in Table 10 
5. How high is high in “A high level in its serum level is indicated to be linked to melanoma and Merkel cell tumor 

which are both skin disorders [17]. “ 
6. How to see or which value in Table 10 shows “This finding agrees with the work of Salhen (2014) who 

reported a decrease in antioxidation status parameters among Libyan cement factory workers”? Besides, 
lower antioxidant status means lower dust decomposition, right? Then, it is contradicting with the finding that 
there is no significant difference of antioxidant status among cement workers. 
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