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VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Christine Bayer, PhD  
Postdoc  
Dept. of Radiation Oncology 
I have no competing interests. 

REVIEW RETURNED 24-Sep-2013 

 

THE STUDY - There are consistent English grammar and spelling mistakes 
throughout the text.  
 
- "Study population and data collection": Please indicate separately 
how much serum and plasma was collected instead of simply 30 ml 
blood.  
 
- "Blood collection and laboratory procedures": please correct or 
explain "µlU/ml".  
 
- "study design": 1) I would suggest using a flow chart, 2) why were 
the participants who developed diseases in the volunteer population 
included? 3) please explain how the #'s were obtained for the non-
cases; ie- only women were included for breast cancer cohort, etc. 

RESULTS & CONCLUSIONS - Generally, the data are solid and HR is a statistically relevant 
endpoint. However, I would suggest adding some kind of visual 
diagram if possible. 

 

REVIEWER Zachar, Vladimir 
Aalborg University 

REVIEW RETURNED 29-Sep-2013 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The paper by Iacoviello et al. describes association between PAI-1 
and the risk of cardiovascular disease and selected types of cancer. 
The study is well conducted and the paper is well written, and the 
presented data may be useful for general scientific public. However, 
before the publication is warranted, several minor issues need to be 
addressed.  
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Table 5 is not referred to in the results section. Similarly, the suppl. 
Table is not mentioned in the text, though it supports results that 
appear quite important, since they are mentioned already in the 
abstract.  
 
The abbreviations, such as RR or CI are introduced, however, other, 
like IHD, HR, or OR are not.  
 
P. 11, line 45 should read colorectal.  
 
There are few grammatical errors. 

 

VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer: Christine Bayer, PhD  

 

- There are consistent English grammar and spelling mistakes throughout the text.  

English grammar and spelling mistakes have been corrected  

 

- "Study population and data collection": Please indicate separately how much serum and plasma was 

collected instead of simply 30 ml blood.  

The quantities have been specified. Pg8, lines 12-14  

 

- "Blood collection and laboratory procedures": please correct or explain "µlU/ml".  

"µlU/ml" has been corrected in ng/ml. Pg.10, line 17  

 

- "study design": 1) I would suggest using a flow chart, 2) why were the participants who developed 

diseases in the volunteer population included? 3) please explain how the #'s were obtained for the 

non-cases; ie- only women were included for breast cancer cohort, etc.  

 

1) We better specified as cases and non-cases were selected. Pg. 8, lines 18-23  

2) This is the procedure of the case-cohort design, since non-cases are randomly selected from the 

entire parental cohort. Ref 26 has been added.  

 

3) We better explained as non-cases number were selected. Pg. 9, lines 1-7  

 

- Generally, the data are solid and HR is a statistically relevant endpoint. However, I would suggest 

adding some kind of visual diagram if possible.  

A figure has been added (Figure 1)  

 

 

Reviewer: Vladimir Zachar  

Aalborg University  

 

Table 5 is not referred to in the results section. Similarly, the suppl. Table is not mentioned in the text, 

though it supports results that appear quite important, since they are mentioned already in the 

abstract.  

Table 5 and Supplementary table have been now referred in the text  

 

The abbreviations, such as RR or CI are introduced, however, other, like IHD, HR, or OR are not.  

All the abbreviations used in the text have been now introduced  
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P. 11, line 45 should read colorectal.  

Colonrectal has been changed to colorectal through all the text  

 

There are few grammatical errors.  

Grammatical errors have been corrected 
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