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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1- The title of the paper looks good but in the same time, it can 

be modified to represent the manuscript in a better way 

2- Some typos must be corrected in the whole manuscript 

(some spaces among words are missing, etc.) 

3- What of the novelty? 

4- .The materials and methods should be change as following:  

- the total samples number should be presented 

5- The author should focus mainly on the importance and 

significance of the study and comparison 

 

1. This is the most apt title that we could come 
up with. We are open to suggestions from the 
reviewer. 

2. Corrections have been made. 
3. This is a correlation study between mpMRI-

derived Vi-RADS score and muscle-
invasiveness and tumor grade on TURBT. 
This is not a new concept. Previous studies 
have been carried out regarding the same. 

4. The total sample number has been presented 
in the Results section 

5.  
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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) 
 
There are no ethical issues. 
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