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Compulsory REVISION comments   

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

1. In introduction section, line 54-67should move 

to discussion section. 

2. In line 64, (Gown 2008) should delete. 

 

3. In exclusion criteria, did authors include who 

had previous and recurrent breast cancer 

patients into the study? 

 

4. Line 110-113 

 

5. Bottom of the Table 1-4, the authors should add 

which test was used to calculate the P level. 

6. The authors should dived the manuscript in 

different section for results and discussion. 

 

 

 

 

1. This has been done.  

 

2. ‘Gown 2008’ has been deleted. 

 

3. Women with previous and recurrent 

breast cancer were excluded from the 

study. This has been reflected under the 

exclusion criteria of the materials and 

method section of the manuscript. 

 

4. Lines 110 (part), 111-113 have been 

removed and merged with subsequent 

lines. 

 

5. This has been added as necessary.  

 

6. This has also been corrected.  
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