SDI Review Form 1.6

Q)
SCIENCEDOMAIN international { ,)-

www.sciencedomain.org

Journal Name:

Journal of Cancer and Tumor International

Manuscript Number:

Ms_JCTI_44996

Title of the Manuscript:

THE THERAPEUTIC IMPACT OF LYMPHADENECTOMY IN THE MANAGEMENT OF EPITHELIAL OVARIAN CANCER: A SINGLE INSTITUTION EXPERIENCE

Type of the Article

Original Research Article

General guideline for Peer Review process:

This journal’'s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline)

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

Apart from ethics committee approval, patients’ consent is required. The result
should be discussed in detail. Tables and graphs should be submitted separately.
There are spelling and grammatical errors. References should be quoted properly.
Why frozen section was not done in lymphadenectomy cases? What about
histopatholgy details? What were the other tumors which were not serous? Was any
immunohistochemistry done?

1.IEC approval was taken.

2. An informed written consent was obtained from patients who had
completed treatment and were available for follow up. Telephonic verbal
consent was obtained in women who had not visited the hospital for recent
follow-up (Mentioned under methods)

3. Results are elaborated.

4. Tables and graphs were inserted in the manuscript as per the journal’s
instruction for authors which requires it to be inserted within the text.

5. References reviewed.

6. Frozen section was done in all primary surgery cases. It is a retrospective
study including only proven epithelial ovarian / FT / PPC cases.

7. Histopathology details elaborated in results.

8. IHC was not done as it was not required.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

The ethics committee approval certificate has not been included in the materials
and methods

There were no ethical issues, IEC clearance was obtained. It has been mentioned
in the section on ethical approval separately as per the journal template.
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