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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 
 

 
Manuscript has been reviewed, following changes has been compulsory recommended.   

1- Topic may be modified- instead of link association may be used and past family be replaced with family history of 
2- Methodology is very poorly written. Sample is not described properly, what was the inclusion and exclusion criterion for 

selecting the patients and normal population. 
3- Author has used so many psychological test/ tools, but not mentioned the name of author (reference) of those scales 

/rating scales, their reliability and validity. 
4- This is taken from the methodology section of Manuscript and it seems to be totally irrelevant. (The median age 

remained 45.612.7 years. The second set involved of healthy people with no cancer in their family background. In the 
program, we selected 78 healthy participants without any family history. The acceptable representative sample was 73 
people: 39 men and 35 women. The median age was 45.912.8 years. The age, gender, education level, and economy in 
general differences were not significant statistically. Sex, age, educational position, career, monetary income, 
association with terminally ill cases, and cancer length are among the data collected. There was a total of 26 questions, 
with 14 positive coping questions also 9 negative coping questions.)  

5- There is no mention of type of statistics used for statistical analysis.   
6- Results section is poorly written, not reflecting anything. Tables are not properly made, such as   headings, 

statistics used, what is the table for etc., are missing. The numerical value of results is only mean & there is no 
mention of significance value.  

7- In discussion section, first paragraph is irrelevant (It is difficult to get a simple conclusion for these problems. 
Numerous medical procedures imply that inherited factors do play a part in tumor formation. At the moment, it might be 
related to chromosomal aberration. Every typical person's cell contains 46 chromosomes. Several carcinogens cause 
chromosomal distortion, which implies that the chromosome numbers and shape deviate from those of normal cells. The 
chromosomal aberration can occasionally be handed along to kids, increasing the risk of cancer in the following 
generation [6].  However, with likelihood of misery from tumor does not imply dying of cancer, implying that risk of sorrow 
from tumor is greater than that of the general population)  

8- There is significant grammatical and language errors in whole Manuscript, that makes Manuscript mostly 
incoherent. For example, family past of cancer should be replaced with family history of cancer in whole 
document.  

9- Tumors and cancer are used interchangeably though all tumors are not cancerous. 
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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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