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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 his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The introduction was not successful in clarifying aspects of the work. 
The aim of the work should be at the end of the introduction and not in the result. 
The authors did not clarify how the control were selected. 
Authors should be sure that every item in the result was analysed in the discussion. 
Discussion need to be more deep with more references. 
Language needs revision. 
Mention limitations of study. 
Mention the impact of your work on oncology. 
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As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Amal  Halim  

Department, University & Country Mansoura University, Egypt 

 


