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Compulsory REVISION comments
Remove the abbreviations. State them where they are first used in the manuscripts.
What stages were the cancer stages? Are they stages 0 — llic as seen in the abstract
or from stage 1 — llic as seen in the methods? They are both highlighted in red.
Revised.

Revise this reference’ WHO 2012 (Lakhani S et al 2012) [9],”

The tables for the results are seen in the manuscript. Not until we see them we can tell the
state of the P=values.

Check SDI authors’ guideline for approved way of reporting P- value.

Revise some of the references they are not in accordance with SDI referencing style.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments Attend to the raised issues and fix the grammatical errors.

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
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