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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 
 

 
The aim of the study and the idea was very emportent. But there are some comments 
which are: 

1- The outher didn't write reference for the used method  
2- There wasn't  done any statistical study  
3- The outher didn't mention if there were an ethical aproof was taken from the 

patients or not 
4- The outher didn't write any cite for the used chemicals 
5- Where is the primers  for DKK1  
6- The tables legends number 2&3 in the methodology the outher wrout " disgrace 

genes"  what is this means? 
7- In the results the outher mentiond that melt curves for DKK1 and NANOG are 

shown in Figures 1 and 2 but the legend of the two figures till us that one for the 
negtive control and the other for the DKK1 only 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Over all the paper language is very well , and written by a rationally sequencing  

Optional/General comments 
 

The discussion is small 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)  
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 The outher diden't mention lf they tack any ethical aproof from the patients they 
used in the study 
 

 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
 
Kindly see the following link:  
 
http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
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