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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

  

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
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Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Overall, article indicating that the introduction is well-structured, theory-based, and provides adequate 
background information from previous studies. The methods used are generally appropriate for the 
research objectives. However, some additional clarification would strengthen this section. Specifically, 
it would be beneficial to: Clarify Specific Details and Symptoms of the cancer. This phrase suggests 
that the authors are making a thorough, organized, and significant contribution to a particular field of 
research.  The depth of the literature review or how they address gaps in prior research. Overall, this is 
a high quality manuscript that has implications for  
Some of the corrections are pointed hereunder: 
 
 In Table 2, the results of the article may be included and it will be useful further  researchers. The 
review papers may be arranged by the year  
In Page 2, the font name and size are varying 
Some of the references are not cited in the text. 
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