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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This study is an interesting study about the expression of RKIP in GIST.

AUTHOR’S ANSWER:

Thanks for your devotion and revision opinion for my paper, I have pay
attention to the minor problems in the statistics and polish my language in the
article.
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This study is an excellent study. In this study, the authors detected the
expression of RKIP in GIST and analyzed its relationship with
clinicopatholgical characteristics and prognosis of this disease. The study is
well designed and the results are interesting. Sixty-three patients with
pathologically diagnosed GISTs were included in this study. The GIST tissue
samples were fixed in formalin, embedded in paraffin, and cut into 4 pm
sections. The RKIP expression may have appreciated value to predict the
prognosis of GISTs. Overall, the study is acceptable, and the manuscript is
well written. In my opinion, the manuscript can be published after a minor
language revision.

AUTHOR’S ANSWER:

Thank you very much for your careful and rigorous comments for my article,
I've taken serious of your revision opinion, I have polished my language in
the article and ask the native speaker for help in English writing.
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Very interesting study. Figures should be revised.

AUTHOR’S ANSWER:
I'm appreciated of your comments for my article, I've taken serious of your
revision opinion. I've polished my language for the article. And I added
explanations for each figures. Some of the figures were remade for a better
demonstration. Moreover I drew and added a scale bar for the IHC

photography.




