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

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

This is an interesting topic that is worthy of investigation. The comparative analysis of healthcare usage among 
women diagnosed with gynecological cancers in the U.S. can provide meaningful insight into the practice for 
medical care of this group of women, or women with other health problems. Here I have several minor 
comments. 

(1) The major issue is about the language, There are massive minor errors in English throughout the 
manuscript, including punctuation, tense, and upper/lower case, etc. For example, in the title, there 
should be a space between “Utilization” and “(HcRU)”. The “U.S” should be “U.S.” 

(2) I understand that the author divided women by the menopause age 50, which is of clinical importance. 
However, a more detailed division (set up more groups according to age) will make your results more 
impactful. 
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