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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This manuscript which describes the prognostic significance of centromere protein K 

(CENPK) in colorectal cancer carries significant importance if presented better.  1. 

Please check abbreviations in the abstract and whole manuscript. 2. Phrases and 

sentences construction. 3. The pathological criteria for patients` selection. 4. Material and 

methods lack information about the experimental animal used in the in-vivo part of the 

study. 5. Graphical abstract could help to highlight the findings. 6. Reference for the 

method of cell line generation. 7. Non uniform description of CENPK silencing. 8. 

Graphs needed to be larger and clearer. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

this work is interesting and it discusses a hot topic, but i have some comments: 1- the 

first sentence in the abstract, is it true that colorectal cancer is the most common cancer. 

2- the methods section is long, try to shorten it. 3- Why is the certificate of clinical trial 

registration unapplicable? 4- Regarding the figures, please add annotations, type of stain 

or dye, magnifications, program that generated the figure 5- why there is no strobe 

guidelines for the use of animals in your work 

 


