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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. This study indicated that serum CA15-3 level
correlated with bone metastasis; however, the
diagnosis of bone metastasis should be done not only
bone scintigraphy but also other examination such as
CT or MRI.

2. Breast cancer metastasis occurs not only bone but
also other systemic sites such as liver, lung, brain and
so on. Therefore, high level of serum CA15-3 may
indicate not only bone but also other systemic sites.
How was it?

Ethical Issues: Ethical permission has not been
written in this manuscript. Ethical permission should be
described.

1-We excluded the patients of primary bone
disease from the study and took the diagnosed
cases of breast cancer. Routine bone scan can
easily detect metastasis as a change in bones.
2- At the time of study most of patients showed
no metastasis to other organs only 22 were of
liver mets and  of pulmonary mets. Relation
of raised level of CA15-3 was found prominent
in bone mets cases.

Ethical permission has been written.

Minor REVISION comments

1. %) in Line 17 of abstract should be removed.

2. Fig A-D will not be necessary, because bone
scintigraphy has been well-established and well- known
examination already, almost all leaders may know
about bone scintigraphy.

Fig A — D removed

Optional/General  comments
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