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 Reviewer’s comment  Aut hor’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. The aim of the study and the conclusion is 
not matching. 

(Third, literature search revealed that cancer is an 
inflammatory process and that some monocytes can 
promote cancer growth while others cause death of the 
cancer cells. Fourth, monocytes may be important cells 
for the metastasis of cells of prostate adenocarcinoma 
from the tumor to blood.) 

2. The results contain data of only 3 images 
but actually 20 monocyte culture images 
from 34 patients were studied. What about 
others? 

 
3. “We conclude that monocytes could be 

conduits of cancer metastasis”. This 
conclusion needs to be discussed and 
explained more in the light of existing 
literature and your study. 
 

4.  The ethical approval and consent not 
mentioned. Ethical Issues:  The ethical 
approval and consent not mentioned. 

 

1. The aim of this study was to develop a 
hypothesis on the metastasis of 
prostate cancer. Our finding that these 
blood monocytes are invaded by 
prostatic epithelial cells, which they 
could then carry into the bone and 
facilitate the cancer metastasis is a 
strong possibility. Therefore the 
conclusions reached on the role of 
monocytes in prostate cancer 
metastasis are scientifically possible 
hypothesis, which stands to be proven. 

2. We purposively selected the best and 
clearest images (3) for publication, 
which supported this postulated 
hypothesis.  

3. Appropriate literature added and the 
concept further explained (references 
9 to 16). 

4. Statement addressing ethical 
consideration added to the 
methodology section. 

Minor  REVISION comments  
 

 

Optional /General  comments  
 

 

 


