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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The paper is  designed as a review of combined 
intralipid- urotherapy usage in cancer.  
 
It has some limitations on language and need to fix  
grammer faults and use an open language.  
 
The title and the review doesn’ t fit correctly. Th e 
urotherapy usage is referred to 1930s articles and 
there is not a good strongly scientific base to bui lt 
up a review on it. “Urotherapy” is only used for 3 
times as a word in the article and the part of 
urotherapy is very limited. Beside that there is a lot 
of  information about  immunotherapy, antibodies 
and antigens .Paper is like a general treatment 
methods of cancer review more than combined 
intralipid-urotherapy usage.  
 
İt is 47 paged paper and really hard to understand 
and get a take home message. The given 
conclusion part 2 is irrelevant with the article.   
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