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Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	EIC,	
Thanks	to	the	author	for	submitting	the	manuscript	to	IJCM.	Please	consider	the	following
comments:	
1.	All	abbreviations	should	be	defined,	when	they	are	used	for	the	first	time,	both	in	the
abstract	and	manuscript	body,	such	as	MMS	in	the	abstract	and	SD,	DNA,	UV	in	the
manuscript	body.	In	addition,	all	abbreviations	used	in	each	table,	should	be	defined	below
that	table.	
2.	"Micrographic	Mohs	Surgery"	is	not	considered	a	MeSH	term.	Please	use	another
relevant	keyword.	
3.	The	title	of	the	manuscript	is	about	"Mohs	surgery",	but	this	term	has	not	been	used	in
the	method	section	of	the	manuscript	body.	
Thanks.	

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	Authors,	
Please	revise	your	manuscript	according	to	the	associate	editor's	comments.	
Thanks.

3	Aug	2020

3	Aug	2020
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Revision	(1)

Reply	to	Reviewers

Ideally,	 the	 reviewing	process	can	significantly	 improve
the	submitted	manuscripts	by	allowing	the	authors	to	take
into	account	the	advice	of	reviewers.	Author(s)	must	reply
to	all	reviewers'	comments	in	a	separate	Word	file,	point
by	point.	A	"Reply	to	Reviewers"	document	is	submitted
along	 with	 revised	 manuscript	 during	 submission	 of
revised	files,	summarizing	 the	changes	 that	 the	authors
made	 in	 response	 to	 the	 reviewers'	 comments.	 The
responses	 to	 reviewers'	 comments	 specifies	 how	 the
authors	addressed	each	comment	the	reviewers	made.

You	 can	 read	 the	 authors'	 responses	 to	 the	 reviewers'
comments	in	the	next	page.
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Respond to the referee

Associate Editor's Comments:

Associate Editor 1:

Dear authors,

Thank you for submitting your manuscript to IJCM. Please consider the 
following comments:

1.  All abbreviations should be defined, when they are used for the first time,
both in the abstract and manuscript body, such as MMS in the abstract and SD,
DNA, UV in the manuscript body. In addition, all abbreviations used in each
table, should be defined below that table.

Thank  you  for  the  suggestion,  all  you  mentioned  have  corrected  (what  has
changed is highlighted in the main text(

2. "Micrographic Mohs Surgery" is not considered a MeSH term. Please use
another relevant keyword.

According to MeSH, this word replaced  (the word is highlighted in the text(

3.  The title of the manuscript is about "Mohs surgery", but this term has not
been used in the method section of the manuscript body.

Briefly,  this  method  explained  in  the  material  and  methods  section  (the
highlighted text in the method section)

How to Revise?

Please sign in to the journal with your account and follow the instruction to resubmit your revised 
paper. To resubmit, we need to receive:

 1) A word file including replies to all reviewers' comments (one-by-one)
 2) A highlighted manuscript word file (highlight all newly added sentences in your word file)

With respect to time limits, we are looking forward to hearing from you soon within the mentioned time
frame.
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Revision	(1)

Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	EIC,	
Thanks	to	the	author	for	revising	the	manuscript.	There	are	still	some	points	that	need
consideration:	
1.	In	the	keywords	section,	"Non-melanoma	skin	cancers"	is	not	considered	a	MeSH	term.
You	can	omit	this	keyword,	as	3	keywords	will	suffice.	
2.	Please	mention	in	the	methods	section	which	ethics	committee	approved	this	study.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	Authors,	
Please	revise	your	manuscript	according	to	the	associate	editor's	comments.	
Thanks.

11	Aug	2020

11	Aug	2020
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Revision	(2)

Reply	to	Reviewers

Ideally,	 the	 reviewing	process	can	significantly	 improve
the	submitted	manuscripts	by	allowing	the	authors	to	take
into	account	the	advice	of	reviewers.	Author(s)	must	reply
to	all	reviewers'	comments	in	a	separate	Word	file,	point
by	point.	A	"Reply	to	Reviewers"	document	is	submitted
along	 with	 revised	 manuscript	 during	 submission	 of
revised	files,	summarizing	 the	changes	 that	 the	authors
made	 in	 response	 to	 the	 reviewers'	 comments.	 The
responses	 to	 reviewers'	 comments	 specifies	 how	 the
authors	addressed	each	comment	the	reviewers	made.

You	 can	 read	 the	 authors'	 responses	 to	 the	 reviewers'
comments	in	the	next	page.
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Reply to referee 

Associate Editor's Comments:

Associate Editor 1:

Dear authors,

Thank you for revising your manuscript. There are still some points that need consideration:

1. In the keywords section, "Non-melanoma skin cancers" is not considered a MeSH term. You can 

omit this keyword, as 3 keywords will suffice.

Thank you for your attention, we removed that key word

2. Please mention in the methods section which ethics committee approved this study.

The sentence used in the method section was changed as follows:

 Procedures adopted in this study have approved by the ethics committee of the Kermanshah 
University Medical Science.  
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Revision	(2)

Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(2)

Dear	Authors,	
You	have	not	changed	your	manuscript	according	to	the	previous	associated	editor's
comments.	
Thanks

15	Aug	2020
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Revision	(3)

Reply	to	Reviewers

Ideally,	 the	 reviewing	process	can	significantly	 improve
the	submitted	manuscripts	by	allowing	the	authors	to	take
into	account	the	advice	of	reviewers.	Author(s)	must	reply
to	all	reviewers'	comments	in	a	separate	Word	file,	point
by	point.	A	"Reply	to	Reviewers"	document	is	submitted
along	 with	 revised	 manuscript	 during	 submission	 of
revised	files,	summarizing	 the	changes	 that	 the	authors
made	 in	 response	 to	 the	 reviewers'	 comments.	 The
responses	 to	 reviewers'	 comments	 specifies	 how	 the
authors	addressed	each	comment	the	reviewers	made.

You	 can	 read	 the	 authors'	 responses	 to	 the	 reviewers'
comments	in	the	next	page.
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Reply to referee 

Associate Editor's Comments:

Associate Editor 1:

Dear authors,

Thank you for revising your manuscript. There are still some points that need consideration:

1. In the keywords section, "Non-melanoma skin cancers" is not considered a MeSH term. You can 

omit this keyword, as 3 keywords will suffice.

Thank you for your attention, we removed that key word

2. Please mention in the methods section which ethics committee approved this study.

The sentence used in the method section was changed as follows:

 Procedures adopted in this study have approved by the ethics committee of the Kermanshah 
University Medical Science.  
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Revision	(3)

Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(3)

Dear	Author,	
This	is	my	pleasure	to	announce	you	that	your	article	has	been	accepted	by	the	editorial
committee	after	peer	review	in	the	International	Journal	of	Cancer	Management	(IJCM).
Hopefully,	it	will	be	published	in	future	issues.	
Thanks.

20	Sep	2020
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