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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
World Journal of Clinical Oncology 22 February 2020 Manuscript ID: Reviewer’s Code:

02953796 " National Comprehensive Cancer Network(NCCN) Guidelines Compliance
of a Sarcoma Service: a Retrospective Review" Dear editorial Teams This is well
design article . However, I have several suggestions that I think would improve the
quality of research: a) The aim of study well is not stated? Is this validation study ? b)
Structurally article as introduction, Methods, results, and Discussion should be amended
and revised. Is this retrospective or prospective study? c¢) Given the sample size
compared to Guideline sample , and patients groups in the study, the findings cannot
be confirmed as conclusive? d) Explain and discus what the research adds to what is
already known? e) In Conclusion section, the Conclusion should be expressed only? f)
Which patients of Sarcoma benefit from this study? please discus? Please explain

applications this study in future? Parisa Azimi, MD,



