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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 
 

 
 
Spelling errors must be checked (midkine vs medikine) 
TIRADS classification and analyses according to TIRADS must be reported in the 
text 
This marker is not specific for thyroid and may also increase in the presence of 
other cancers. How to use it in the clinic ptactice. Authors highlighted in the article. 
 

 
 
Spelling errors were corrected. 
TIRADS classification was added to table (2). 

In clinical practice midkine may have a role prognosis and follow up in 
thyroid malignancy. 

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) 
 
 

 
No ethical issues in this manuscript 

 


