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PART 1: Review Comments

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

1)

2)
3)
4)
5)

6)

The paper title should be as follow: Evaluation of DKK1 and NANOG Genes
Expression as Prognostic Biomarkers in Iranian women with Breast Cancer.

(Omitting using quantitative real time PCR).

In material and methods section: the name and the type of kit used as well as
the company supplied it should be written in all steps.

In result section: table (1) the title was written as the follow: The primer
sequence of the two genes but only one of them is written where the second
and GAPDH???

Is the annealing temperature of the two genes is the same??

Clinical information of patients should be presented either using table or
graph.

Where are the calculations of gene expression??? It is important to put itin
order to know how folds the gene was expressed with respect to
housekeeping gene (in table form)

The two graph of real time PCR is not enough to conduct the exact fold of gene
expression and in most cases we don’t put it.

1) The paper title “Evaluation of DKK1 and NANOG Genes Expression
as Prognostic Biomarkers in Iranian women with Breast Cancer” was revised.
2) In material and methods section: the name and the type of kit used
were written.

3) In result section: all three primer pairs were added according to the
table (1) title.

4) The annealing temperature of the two genes was highlighted in
table2.

5) Clinical information of patients was added where we had the results.
6) The calculations of gene expression and the folds the gene was
expressed with respect to housekeeping gene was added.

7 The results of real time PCR was added.

Minor REVISION comments

Poor English language.
Many phrases are repeated in the abstract and the introduction (first lines in both of them).

English language of manuscript was revised.
The phrases are repeated in the abstract and the introduction (first lines in
both of them) was corrected.

Optional/General comments
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