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B. SCOPE AND RELEVANCE OF SUBJECT 
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Are the conclusions adequately supported by the data? Yes 
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Have the most important previous studies been cited? Yes 

□              

No 

□ 

Is the hypothesis clearly defined? Yes 

□              

No 
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Is the overall design appropriate?   Yes 

□              

No 

□ 

Are participants studied adequately described and their conditions defined? Yes 

□              

No 

□ 

Did author(s) provide enough experimental details in order for the 
experiment to be reproduced? 

Yes 
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No 

□ 

Have the results clearly answered the research question? Yes 
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No 

□ 

Are the interpretation and conclusion warranted by and derived from the 
data? 

Yes 
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Does the abstract accurately reflect the contents of the paper? Yes 

□              

No 
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Please, use your discretion about the list when reporting on other types of paper.  

E. OVERALL DECISION (please check)  

Reject    Major Revision    Minor Revision     Accept    

F. COMMENTS FOR EDITORS 
Please give a brief and frank account of the strengths and weaknesses of the manuscript (use additional sheet 
if necessary). 

 

 

If you think the manuscript needs major revision, would you like to see it 
again?  
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G. COMMENTS FOR AUTHORS 
Please group your remarks into major and minor comments with annotations given accordingly to page and 
paragraph (use additional sheet if necessary). 

Please do not sign your comments!  
 

 

Signature of the reviewer: ___________________________________________ Date:__________________  

  

For office use only:  
 

Sent out: ________________ Expected: ________________ Received: ________________ 
 



Archive of Oncology  
Oncology Institute of Vojvodina 

────────────────── http://www.onk.ns.ac.rs/Archive/home.asp ────────────────── 

 3 

 

DECLARATION OF COMPETING INTEREST  

Guidance for reviewers  

A competing interest exists when professional judgment concerning a primary interest (such as patients’ welfare or 
validity of research) may be influenced by a secondary interest (such as financial gain or personal rivalry). It may 
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▪ Funds for research?  …………………………………………..  
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the publication of this paper?  
 
4. Do you have any other competing interests? If so, please specify.  
 
If you might want to disclose * another sort of competing interest that would embarrass you if it become 
generally known after publication, please add it to your statement. Please complete option 1 or 2 as 
appropriate and sign below: 
 
1. I have no competing interest in relation to this paper.  (Please check)  
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