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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. 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
1 The subject of the manuscript is interesting for the scientific community. 
2 Yes, the title of the article is suitable. 
3 The abstract is comprehensive and well-written.  
4 Yes, they are. 
5 No, this article does not reach the level of a review, mini-review or scientific article, perhaps a 
high school report. 
6 No, seven of the paragraphs in the Discussion section, which contains all of the suggested 
potential mechanisms by which night shifts influence breast cancer risk, do not have a single 
citation 
 
This article does not reach the level of a review, mini-review or scientific article, perhaps a high 
school report. As mentioned above, the discussion of the most important issues does not have a 
single quote. Furthermore, the discussion does not return to the articles they are supposedly 
reviewing.  
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