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	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	AE,	
Comments	to	the	author:	
1-	DOI	&	PMID	must	be	added	for	each	reference.	
2-	Appropriateness	of	reference	writing	was	not	shown.	
3-	The	ethical	considerations	(code	or	number)	according	to	your	institute	were	not	referred.	
4-	Appropriate	statistical	analysis	was	not	claimed.	
5-	It	is	better	to	write	the	conclusion	part	as	the	last	paragraph	of	the	discussion,	not	apart
of	that.	
6-	It	should	be	mentioned	the	aim	of	the	study	as	the	first	line	of	the	conclusion.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	EIC,	
My	comments	are	as	follows:	
1)	Article	TITLE	is	properly	selected.	
2)	The	title	reflects	the	content	appropriately.	

14	Feb	2019

15	Feb	2019
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3)	There	is	no	abbreviation	in	the	TITLE.	
4)	Authors’	names	and	institutional	affiliations	mentioned	according	to	the	journal	style.	
5)	There	are	about	213	words	in	the	ABSTRACT	and	the	word	count	is	in	suitable	range.	
6)	The	abstract	describes	the	content	accurately.	
7)	INTRODUCTION	is	fair	and	does	include:	“What	we	know”,	“What	we	don’t	know”	and
“Aims”.	
8)	DOI	&	PMID	must	be	added	for	the	each	reference.	
9)	Appropriateness	of	reference	writing	was	not	shown.	
10)	The	ethical	considerations	(code	or	number)	according	to	your	institute	were	not
referred.	
11)	Appropriate	statistical	analysis	was	not	claimed.	
12)	It	is	better	to	write	conclusion	part	as	the	last	paragraph	of	the	discussion,not	apart	of
that.	
13)	It	should	be	mentioned	the	aim	of	the	study	as	the	first	line	of	the	conclusion.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

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

16	Feb	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

Many thanks for taking the time and effort in the review process of the current manuscript.

Kindly find the answers to the reviewers’ valuable comments and questions in below. Please

let  me  know  if  any  further  changes  are  needed  to  improve  the  paper  and/or  facilitate

successful publication.

Best Regards,

Corresponding Author

- DOI & PMID must be added for the each reference.
Answer: It is corrected. DOI, PMID and PMCID (if available) were added to the references.

- Appropriateness of reference writing was not showed.
Answer: It is corrected. The references section has been updated according to the instructions.

- The ethical considerations (code or number) according to your institute were not referred.
Answer: Dear reviewer,  the ethical code has been added and the “ethical considerations”
section has been updated.

- Appropriate statistical analysis were not claimed.
Answer: It was revised.

- It is better to write conclusion part as the last paragraph of the discussion,not apart of that.
Answer: Dear reviewer, we do appreciate your valuable advice. The separation of conclusion
part from discussion is according to the journal style.

- It should be mentioned the aim of the study as the first line of conclusion.
 Answer: Dear reviewer, the mentioned comment is applied and the conclusion section is
updated.
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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:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	AE,	
The	study	is	reviewed	carefully.	According	to	comments	and	revisions	by	the	author,	this
manuscript	is	accepted.	
Thanks	

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	EIC	
Based	on	the	authors'	answers	to	the	reviewers'	comments,	the	reviewer(s)	have
recommended	publication.	
Kind	regards.	

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	Author,	
This	is	my	pleasure	to	announce	to	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.

10	May	2019

11	May	2019

13	May	2019
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