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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 
 

 
In methodology section: the kit used for detecting lipid profiles should be provided. 
In result section: it should be; Table 1 describes the general characteristics of breast 
cancer patients. Of the 51 participants, 43.1% of them were within the age ranged from 46 
to 60 years, 51.0% were married, 74.5% had informal form of employment, 60.8% had 
invasive ductal carcinoma (NOS) 45.1% and were overweight. 
Try to use different name to differentiate between both types (invasive ductal 
carcinoma (NST), and invasive ductal carcinoma (NOS)) 
Table 3 is shifted in the second page between the paragraphs talking about the 
second dose (the format needs to be fixed). 
Try to rewrite this section in understandable way: Overall our study confirms........ 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Way of writing reference should be unified (between brackets or superscript) 
Grammar should be revised 
 

 

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) 
 
 

 
 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
 
Kindly see the following link:  
 
http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
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