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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

There is no mention of the outcome in terms of biopsy for proving utility of 
the PSA test. 
It summarizes the distribution of PSA Antigen in older men and fits the 
curve. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
Abstract 
Prostrate specific antigen (PSA)  
4.0ng/ml 
Introduction 
[1] defined growth as the division and enlargement of cells. 
[3] defined cancer as a group of diseases that causes cells in 
the body to change and grow out of control, in other words, a 
growth disorder of cells. 

 
 
Prostrate Specific Antigen (PSA) 
4.0 ng/ml 
 
Postlethwait JH et al defined growth as the division and enlargement of cells [1]. 
Carol D et al defined cancer as a group of diseases that causes cells in the body 
to change and grow out of control, in other words, a growth disorder of cells [3]. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Language needs to be edited in many places in addition to what was shown 
above. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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