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PART 1: Review Comments

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the

Compulsory REVISION Reviewer’'s comment

comments

manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Please write few sentences
regarding the importance
this manuscript for scientific
community. Why do you like
(or dislike) this manuscript?
Minimum 3-4 sentences may
be required for this part.

The manuscript has covered very important points and is
scientifically very sound. The concept of passive smoking and
its deleterious effects need to be addressed and that is done

properly.

Is the title of the article
suitable?

(If not please suggest an
alternative title)

According to me it should be precise and short
Effect of smoking on transcriptomics of primary oral cavity
tumor

Is the abstract of the article
comprehensive? Do you
suggest addition (or
deletion) of some points in
this section? Please write
your suggestions here.

Abstract needs a bit of background and well defined
conclusion.

Are subsections and
structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Subsections and structure are appropriate and don’t need any
changes.

Please write few sentences
regarding the scientific
correctness of this
manuscript. Why do think
that this manuscript is
scientifically robust and
technically sound? Minimum

As | said it earlier oral cancers are major health risks and they
need to be addressed. The study will pave a path for future
researches on biomarkers studies.




3-4 sentences may be
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Are the references sufficient | References are very old ones need to be corrected only
and recent? If you have studies which are 5 years old need to be incorporated.
suggestion of additional
references, please mention
in the review form.

Minor REVISION comments
Quality of English is not upto the mark , need grammatical
Is language/English quality corrections and proper phrasing of sentences.

of the article suitable for
scholarly communications?
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