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Journal Name:  British Journal of Medicine and Medical Research  
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PART 2:   
FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any)  Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments  
Regarding “ Details about histology results and how it was obtained for the participants, 
was added to the article in [Page 2- Lines 68 to 76] in the Material and Methods Section.”, 
no such details can be found in the revised version, same for “(5) Ultrasound and 
Mammography were described in detail in [Page 2- Lines 62 to 67] in the Material and 
Methods section of the article.” I would like to suggest that the authors create separate 
heading for US, Mammo and Histology in the Material and Method section. 
 
Section of “Statistical Analysis” provide the info of statistical software. What’s more 
important to describe the statistical method used and the rationale.  
 

- Separate headings for Mammography, Ultrasonography and Histology 
procedure were created in the “Material and Methods ” section of the manuscript 
[Page 2-Lines 48 to 70]. 
 
 

- Description of the statistical method used and the rational were added to the 
“Material and Methods” section [Page 3-Lines 97-102 ], where the authors add 
the followings: 1/ Type of the study was prospective cohort study. 2/ Accuracy was 
represented using the terms sensitivity, specificity, and overall accuracy. 3/ As P-
value is a function of the observed sample results relative to a statistical model, which 
measures how extreme the observation is, a P-value ≤0.0001 was considered to be 
significant. 

 
 


