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Revision	(0)

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,	
Comments:	
1-	The	manuscript	needs	to	be	revised	by	a	person	familiar	with	English.	
2-	The	explanation	of	methods	should	be	deleted	from	the	results	section.	
3-	The	horizontal	axis	of	the	figures	needs	a	title.	The	authors	should	revise	the	figures.	
4-	The	authors	should	explain	that	why	they	used	the	2-(ΔΔCT)	method	for	the
determination	of	the	expression	level.	Why	did	not	they	use	the	pfaffl	method?	The	pfaffl
method	is	more	accurate	than	the	2-(ΔΔCT)	method.	
5-	The	conclusion	section	should	be	added	to	the	end	of	the	discussion	section.	
Thanks.	

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

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

1	Mar	2019

2	Mar	2019
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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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Dear editor of International Journal of Cancer Management

Thank you very much for your comments. This submission is the revised version 
of our manuscript. The responses to revisions have been brought in the 
corresponding file and applied in the text of the manuscript. All authors have read 
and confirmed the validity of the data in the revision file. We answered to your 
comments point by point as follow:

Associate Editor's Comments:

Associate Editor 1:

Comments:

1- The manuscript needs to be revised by a person familiar with English.
Answer to comment: Thank you very much for your useful comment. We 
asked a native expert who is active in the field to read the manuscript and 
eliminate syntax and grammatical mistakes.

2- The explanation of methods should be deleted from the results section.
Answer to comment: Based on your useful comment, we eliminated the 
explanation of methods from results. 

3- The horizontal axis of the figures needs title. The authors should revise the figures.
Answer to comment: Thank you very much for your useful comment. We 
added titles to the horizontal axis of figures. 

4- The authors should explain that why they used the 2-(ΔΔCT) method for the 
determination of the expression level. Why did not they use the pfaffl method? The pfaffl 
method is more accurate than the 2-(ΔΔCT) method.
Answer to comment: Authors highly appreciate your attention for this 
manuscript. We performed analysis based on idea of operator of RT-PCR in 
our university who was active in the field of RT-PCR and also this method is
common in our university. Yes, regarding to reviewer comment, we will use 
pfaffl method in the future study. 

5- The conclusion section should be added to the end of the discussion section.
Answer to comment: We revised the manuscript based on your useful 
comment and highlighted changes. We added conclusion section to the end 
of the discussion section.
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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,	
The	authors	performed	the	suggested	comments	and	the	revised	version	of	the	manuscript
has	been	prepared	according	to	the	comments.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	Author,	
Your	manuscript	has	been	accepted	by	the	editorial	committee	after	peer	review	in	IJCM
journal.	Hopefully,	it	will	be	published	in	future	issues.	
Thanks.

9	Apr	2019

10	Apr	2019
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