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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. 
 

Cancer is one of the public health problems with the greatest scope and severity for people; 
scientific production in this regard is of great help to contribute to improving their quality of 
life. 
Treatment alternatives can diversify and personalize cancer management in patients. 
The study must specify all the procedures carried out in various sections, so that they can be 
replicated in other contexts. 
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
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appropriate? 
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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. 

The study must clarify several points that are necessary and pertinent about the procedures 
carried out. 
The strength of the study can be achieved by complementing and improving the different 
sections of the manuscript. 
The importance and relevance of the study must be explicit in the manuscript. 
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suitable for scholarly communications? 
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