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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

Introduction-The theme is relevant, but the authors should better characterize
its importance.

The Materials and Methods section needs a major review to: either to include
information needed and to review relevant conceptual question (I made the
remarks in the text itself to facilitate the understanding.

Results, the results presented are adequate and the analysis is adequate. |
suggest the authors to review table 1.
The results presented are consistent.

Discussion is adequate, but | would like to read the authors explain how a new
biochemical marker to diagnose these diseases could be relevant. Also, the
strenghts and weaknesses of the study should be discussed.

The references listed are adequate, there are not more recent articles regarding
the theme and most of the literature published is about osteopontin and thyroid
cancer, not hypothyroidism.

(Please, check the comments made directly on the text- archive attached
together with this comments form)

Minor REVISION comments

There are minor spelling and grammar errors to be corrected

Optional/General comments

If the authors make the corrections the article is acceptable for publication, however, in
the way it is written now it has some fundamental conceptual problems.

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)
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