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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
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Compulsory REVISION comments

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

2. lIs thettitle 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)

May be. Sputum cytology examination is the only non-invasive examination that can detect lung
cancer. The present hospital-based study tries to offer an insight on some patients both by sputum
cytology and bronchoscopic studies. In it, sputum cytology provided the lowest sensitivity; it could
be compared with chest radiography limited usefulness in detecting early SCLC.
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Yes

Yes

More or less.

More or less.

If the sentence "Study by Tintin et al., found the sensitivity of sputum examination with

3% NaCl inhalation of 4.3% [...]" is true, the source from which it was retrieved must be quoted.
"This was in line with some literature which stated that ...", the source from which it was retrieved

must be quoted. References are not in conformity with the standard; they should be written down
according to author guidelines.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

English mistakes: "history was 59 patients"; ". Several literatures, although not significant, the size
of lung cancer which was quite large had a ...", "the more likely to invades”, "may had a smaller

tumor sizes".
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