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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 
 

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 

 

2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
 

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
 

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestion of additional references, please mention in the 
review form. 

 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to 
provide additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
 
 
Yes, the manuscript written satisfactorily. 
 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes 
 
1. Check the abbreviations throughout the manuscript and introduce the abbreviation when the full 
word appears the first time in the abstract and the remaining for the text and then use only the 
abbreviation (For example, homeobox (HOX), hematopoietic Stem Cells (HSCs), neural stem cells 
(NSCs), mesenchymal stem cells (MSCs), etc.,). Make a word abbreviated in the article that is 
repeated at least three times in the text, not all words to be abbreviated. 
 
2. The literature search should be described in detail. The authors are encouraged to include the 
database, search engines (like PubMed, ScienceDirect, Google scholar etc.,), the keywords used 
etc., which may be included since it is a review article. A diagram depicted the literature search 
should be included. 
 
3. The introduction part appears less informative about cancer, thus this section should be indicated 
as detailed to understand the manuscript in clear since the main objectives is focused on cancer. 
 
4. In introduction, the authors may cite recent prevalence or incidence  data for cancer and it should 
be at-least of 2022 or 2023. 
 
5. The initial cited with reference in the text should be removed and should be in the author 
instruction of the journal (For example, “Guttmacher, A. E. (1993)”) and it should also be checked 
all over the manuscript. 
 
7. The limitation of the present review  may be given along with conclusion or under separate 

heading for understanding the concepts  clearly. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

1. There are some grammatical, alignment and typographical errors are noted in the manuscript 
and it should be thoroughly checked and corrected throughout the manuscript. For example,  the 
words “are found” maybe as “is are”; “syndrome(ABDS)” as “syndrome (ABDS)”; 
“ABDS(homozygous c.76CNT)” as “ABDS (homozygous c.76CNT)”; “syndrome(HFGS)” as 
“syndrome (HFGS)”. The grammar mistakes an typos which are not mentioned here are also to be 
checked and corrected properly. 

 



 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

Optional/General comments 
 

The authors have put effort to evaluate the “Human Homeobox Genes in Development and 
Cancer”. The authors describe the review undertaken with this in an organized manner, 
emphasizing the review obtained by them. The article needs modification for better cohesion of 
information to achieve the goal and the shortcomings which need to be considered.  

 

 
 
 
 
PART  2:  
 

 

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) 
 
NO 
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