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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	(0)

Dear	AE,	
There	are	some	comments	which	should	be	addressed	by	the	author:	
1-	In	Methods,	define	the	scientific	descriptions	for	T1-T2-T3-T4.	
2-	What	P-values	are	significant	in	this	study?	
3-	Ethical	considerations	were	not	seen.	
4-	The	conclusion	part	must	be	added	as	the	last	paragraph	of	the	discussion	section,	not
apart	of	that.	
5-	Proper	writing	of	the	references	was	not	observed.	
6-	DOI	&	PMID	must	be	added	for	each	reference.	
7-	For	the	first	line	of	the	conclusion	part	you	should	state	the	aim	of	the	study,	and	then
the	main	result(s)	of	your	treatise	must	be	declared	in	line	2	and	3.	for	the	rest	of	this	part
you	can	explain	any	comment,	hypothesis	or	answer	to	any	question.	
8-	Don't	you	have	any	Acknowledgment?	Conflict	of	interest?Author`s	contributions	in	this
paper?!	
Thanks.

4	Aug	2019

5	Aug	2019
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	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	EIC,	
There	are	some	comments	to	the	authors:	
1-	In	Methods,	define	the	scientific	descriptions	for:	T1-T2-T3-T4	
2-	What	P-values	are	significant	in	this	study?	
3-	Ethical	considerations	were	not	seen.	
4-	The	conclusion	part	must	be	added	as	the	last	paragraph	of	the	discussion	section,	not
apart	of	that.	
5-	Proper	writing	of	the	references	was	not	observed.	
6-	DOI	&	PMID	must	be	added	for	the	each	reference.	
7-	For	the	first	line	of	conclusion	part	you	should	state	the	aim	of	the	study,	and	then	the
main	result(s)	of	your	treatise	must	be	declared	in	line	2	and	3.	for	the	rest	of	this	part	you
can	explain	any	comment,	hypothesis	or	answer	to	any	question.	
8-	Don`t	you	have	any	Acknowledgment?	Conflict	of	interest?Author`s	contributions	in	this
paper?!	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	Author,	
Please	revise	your	manuscript	according	to	the	comments	and	resubmit	again.	
Thank	you

5	Aug	2019

5	Aug	2019
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OPEN	PEER	REVIEW

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 Prof Akbari

Many thanks for your email. We have revised the manuscript according to the 

reviewers’ comments, and have highlighted the changes within the manuscript. As

requested, we have addressed all the comments one by one:

Comment 1: In Methods, define the scientific descriptions for: T1-T2-T3-T4

Answer: We have defined the T-stage and have highlighted it in the text.

Comment 2: What P-values are significant in this study?

Answer: P≤0.05 was considered as significant. It has been added and highlighted 

in the text.

Comment 3: Ethical considerations were not seen.

Answer: Ethical considerations has been added and highlighted in the text.

Comment 4: Conclusion part must be added as the last paragraph of the 

discussion section, not apart of that.

Answer: Conclusion has changed accordingly.

Comment 5: Proper writing of the references was not observed.

Answer: References have changed accordingly.

Comment 6: DOI & PMID must be added for the each reference.

Answer: References have been changed accordingly.

Comment 7:  For first line of conclusion part you should state the aim of the study,

and then the main result(s) of your treatise must be declared in line 2 and 3. For 

the rest of this part you can explain any comment, hypothesis or answer to any 

question.

Answer: Conclusion has changed accordingly.

Comment 8: Don`t you have any Acknowledgment? Conflict of interest? Author`s 

contributions in this paper?

Answer: Acknowledgment, Conflict of interest and Author`s contributions have 

been added and highlighted in the text.
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We would be grateful if you could consider our manuscript for publication in your 

journal.

Yours Sincerely
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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:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	AE,	
There	are	some	comments	to	the	author:	
1-	Ethical	considerations	(code	or	the	number)	according	to	your	institute	were	not	seen.	
2-	The	conclusion	part	should	be	added	as	the	last	paragraph	of	the	discussion,	not	apart	of
that.	
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,	
Abbreviations	should	be	used	sparingly	and	must	be	introduced	in	parentheses	upon	the
first	mention	in	both	abstract	and	full	text.	
Thanks.

29	Aug	2019

30	Aug	2019

31	Aug	2019
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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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Dear Prof Akbari

Many thanks for your email. We have revised the manuscript according to the 

reviewers’ comments, and have highlighted the changes within the manuscript. As

requested, we have addressed all the comments one by one:

Reviewer 1:

1-Ethical considerations (code or the number) according to your institute were not

seen.

Answer: Ethical considerations documents are attached.  

2-Conclusion part should be added as the last paragraph of the discussion, not 

apart of that.

Answer: Conclusion has changed accordingly (I have copied the style from one of 

the recently published articles of the journal).

EIC Decision:

Abbreviations should be used sparingly and must be introduced in parentheses 

upon the first mention in both abstract and full text.

Answer: Abbreviations have been introduced and highlighted in the text.

We would be grateful if you could consider our manuscript for publication in your 

journal.

Yours Sincerely
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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	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.

8	Sep	2019
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