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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

Dear Authors,
| appreciate you for your work. There are some comments to improve the manuscript.

Best,

1- Study design: Retrospective cohort study
2- |1 suggest the following result for this study:

secondary cancer
yes no total
T1 8 354 362
primary cancer | Bl 4 1693 1697
total 12 2047 2059

Incidence rate of developing secondary cancer in T1 = 8/362 = 0.022099448
Incidence rate of developing secondary cancer in B1 = 4/1697 = 0.002357101
Relative risk = 022099448/002357101 = 9.375691
In this case, you carry out a retrospective cohort study, you can put the question:
“What is the ratio of the risk of developing secondary cancer in T1 patients to the risk of
developing secondary cancer in B1 patients?”
This ratio is called the relative risk:
Risk of developing secondary cancer in T1

Relative risk =
etattve ris Risk of developing secondary cancer in B1

Thus, T1 patients are 9.4 times more likely to develop secondary cancer than B1.

3- There are some spelling and grammatical errors in the text. Please correct them

4- The journals names should be written in abbreviations. Some journals names are

completely written (Ref. # 2, 6, 10 &...). All references should be revised based on the

Journal style.

Optional/General comments

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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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Reviewer Details:

Name: Mohammad Ghorbani

Department, University & Country Torbat Heydariyeh University of Medical Sciences, Iran

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




