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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. Introduction section needs to be rewritten. It 
should clearly indicate objective and motivation for 
the problem of this research. Then give the 
organization of the paper.  
 
2.  Literature survey (related with this work) may be 
improved. 
 
3. It’s better to use more keywords like Biomarker, 
cancer diagnosis. 
 
4. Why the author consider the different value 
p≤0.05 or p≤0.01 etc for statistical analysis. Give 
physical significance behind it. 
 
5. p is written in different format, sometime it is 
capital, sometime small. Make it uniform according 
to journal style. 
 
6. Quality of Figure 2 should be improved and 
explained in brief. 
 
7. This study revealed significant correlation 
between cav-1 gene and serum CA 15-3 using 
statistical analysis. However, biological validation 
(in wet lab) of these results are highly appreciated. 

Corrected 
 
 
 
Corrected as possible 
 
 
Corrected 
 
As p value decreased, the statistical 
significance increased and the association 
with the breast cancer increased. You 
asked about the significance but you did 
not determine for which part. 
 
Corrected 
 
 
Figure 2 was the best available one and it 
explained in brief. 
 
All samples underwent several repeatability 
process and robustness to ensure the 
biological validity 

Minor REVISION comments 
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