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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 

 

Line 108:  It is essential for the authors to include 

references which have qualified the notion “Major 

hallmarks of cancer are the abnormalities in 

phospholipids metabolism”. 

 

Line 116: It is unclear as to what PC, PI, PE and PS 

stand for.  The authors need to define the 

abbreviations.   

 

Line 138: It is unclear as to why the cells were being 

serum starved during treatment.  It is essential for 

the authors to justify this particular step of the in 

vitro cytotoxicity assay. 

 

Lines 163 and 173: Abbreviated terms should be 

expressed in full when used for the very first time.   

 

Lines 314-325: (i) It is essential for the authors to 

compare the 24 h IC50 of carboplatin obtained in the 

present study to those of the previous studies against 

the same cell line.  (ii) It is also essential for the 

authors to disclose the duration of treatment for the 

results cited from previous studies.   

 

Lines: 326-335: It is essential for the authors to 

compare the 24 h IC50 of methotrexate obtained in 

the present study to those of the previous studies 

against the same cell line.   

 

Lines 338-339: It is essential for the authors to justify 

the basis of claiming “the drugs could have been 

chelated by the proteins found in the FBS”.  This is 

contradicting to Line 138 whereby the authors stated 

that the cells were being serum starved during 

treatment. 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

Lines 340-343: Having identified passage number as 

one of the factors that could have influence the 

results, it is therefore essential for the authors to 

disclose the passage numbers of MCF7 used 

throughout the experiment. 

 

Line 399: It is essential for the authors to justify as to 

why “these decreases were not significant”. 

 

It is essential for the authors to include a conclusion 

at the end of the text.   

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

The use of drug name should be consistent 

throughout the manuscript.  The authors have to 

decide to either use the full generic name or the 

abbreviated name of carboplatin and methotrexate 

in this paper.  For full generic name, carboplatin and 

methotrexate should be presented as small cap 

throughout text and captions.  

 

Figures included in this manuscript appear to be of 

low resolution.  It is suggested that the figures be 

replaced with those of high resolution.   

 

Tables: The decimal place of the data should be 

consistent. 

 

Line 127: “Cell strain” should be corrected as “Cell 

line”.  

 

Lines 151 and 179: The centrifugation speed should 

be consistently expressed as “x g” throughout the 

manuscript. 

 

Lines 184-185: The authors are advised to revise the 

format of cited reference.   

 

Line 214: “the standard deviation” should be 

corrected as “standard deviation” 

 

Lines 368 and 370: “cell strain” should be corrected 

as “cell type” 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

Line 388: The authors should consider disclosing the 

data as supplementary. 
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Only about 20% of the references are of the recent 5 

years.  The authors may want to include more up-to- 

date references.   
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