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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 

 

Relevant and consistent study. Necessary 

to attempts of new modalities in control of 

cervical cancer 

 

1. Introduction:  

 

Explain what is the single nucleotide 

polymorphism (SNP) of the codon 72 of p53 

which results in translation to either arginine 

or proline, because many readers who will 

read the manuscript do not know what is 

polymorphism. There are few studies on this 

still 

 

2. Methodology: 

 

I suggest justify the choice of the age between 

30-84 years. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
1. AN EXPLANATION HAS BEEN ADDED INTO THE 

MANUSCRIPT. THE EXPLANATION IS HIGHLIGHTED IN 

RED.  

 

 
 

 

2. A JUSTIFICATION HAS BEEN ADDED INTO THE 

METHODOLOGY SECTION OF THE MANUSCRIPT 

[HIGHLIGHTED IN RED] 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

 

What were the limitations of the study? 

 

 

 

THE LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY HAVE BEEN ADDED AT 

THE END OF DISCUSSION SECTION [HIGHLIGHTED IN RED] 
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Optional/General comments 

 

 

I think you should suggest other studies on 

genotypes and cervical cancer. 

 

 

FUTURE STUDIES HAVE BEEN SUGGESTED AT THE END OF 

LIMITATIONS IN THE DISCUSSION SECTION [HIGHLIGHTED 

IN RED] 
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