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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 Review Article entitled “Cisplatin and Nano-Particle Formulations of Cisplatin For 
Cancer Therapy” claims to report the comparative findings over the recent advancements, 
developments, innovations, and updated literature for various CDDP nano-carrier systems. 

 
Starting from the title, we can say that since already in the introduction, Authors write 
almost only of cervical cancer, and very little of the other types of cancer in which cDDP is 
used, the title should be modified reporting that the review refers almost only to this tumor. 
Or alternatively, this part on the cervical cancer could be resized and introduce the other 
tumors a little more extensively. 
Moreover, the whole part on the pharmacology of the cDDP appears very preponderant 
over the part of nanotechnology dedicated to the cDDP, of which there is probably little 
research. So, for this but also other reasons, the whole review appears quite unbalanced.  
Some more recent reviews on the pharmacology of cDDP should be included or replace 
older ones. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Many editorial oversights, especially in references: 
For example, Ref. 15, the year of publication is missing; Ref. 52 and 54 should be the 
same; Ref 80 has the wrong name; etc. 
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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) 
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