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complete a checklist review form (http://bmjopen.bmj.com/site/about/resources/checklist.pdf) and 

are provided with free text boxes to elaborate on their assessment. These free text comments are 
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ARTICLE DETAILS 
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VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Hua Xu 
China 

REVIEW RETURNED 09-Sep-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS In the manuscript by Arezoo Rasti et al, the authors studied 
Diagnostic and prognostic accuracy of miR-21 in renal cell 
carcinoma: A systematic review protocol, they do the systematic 
review, for the first time, will conduct to evaluate the prognostic and 
diagnostic accuracy of Mir-21 in patients with RCC using 
comprehensive search of several databases without restriction to 
languages. The work is very comprehensive and the conclusions are 
well supported by the solid data presented in the manuscript. I have 
a few concerns which if corrected, will improve the quality of the 
manuscript.  
 
1. An in-depth explanation need be added in the portion of 
discussion.  
2. You have declared the limitation of this study is the study 
screening, data extraction, and risk of bias assessment of the 
current study will be conducted by two researchers independently. 
Could you show the detailed protocol of the study in the manuscript? 
Besides, is any standard train on the two researchers? 

 

REVIEWER Hala Faragalla 
Saint Michael's Hospital,  
University Of Toronto ,Toronto, Canada 

REVIEW RETURNED 21-Sep-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS This systematic review is well structured to further demonstrate the 
diagnostic and prognostic role of miR-21 in RCC. The objectives are 
clearly defined, the study is well structured and the methods 
described by the authors are sufficient to perform the study. The 
majority of the references are appropriate and up to date but few 
new ones can be added to the list.   
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VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer: 1  

Reviewer Name  

 

hua xu  

 

Institution and Country  

 

China  

 

Please state any competing interests or state ‘None declared’:  

None declared  

 

Please leave your comments for the authors below  

In the manuscript by Arezoo Rasti et al, the authors studied Diagnostic and prognostic accuracy of 

miR-21 in renal cell carcinoma: A systematic review protocol, they do the systematic review, for the 

first time, will conduct to evaluate the prognostic and diagnostic accuracy of Mir-21 in patients with 

RCC using comprehensive search of several databases without restriction to languages. The work is 

very comprehensive and the conclusions are well supported by the solid data presented in the 

manuscript. I have a few concerns which if corrected, will improve the quality of the manuscript.  

 

1. An in-depth explanation need be added in the portion of discussion.  

The discussion section is expanded in the manuscript.  

 

2. You have declared the limitation of this study is the study screening, data extraction, and risk of 

bias assessment of the current study will be conducted by two researchers independently. Could you 

show the detailed protocol of the study in the manuscript? Besides, is any standard train on the two 

researchers?  

 

“Study screening, data extraction, and risk of bias assessment of the current study will be conducted 

by two researchers independently” are not mentioned as limitation of study, they are strength of the 

study.  

Two researchers AR and RR have participated in a short course of systematic review according to 

Cochrane systematic review method.  

The detailed protocol of study will be illustrated in systematic review article in future, but the overall 

explanation of protocol is mentioned in the manuscript  

Reviewer: 2  

Reviewer Name  

 

Hala Faragalla  

 

Institution and Country  

 

Saint Michael's Hospital,  

University Of Toronto ,Toronto, Canada  

 

Please state any competing interests or state ‘None declared’:  

None declared  

 

Please leave your comments for the authors below  

This systematic review is well structured to further demonstrate the diagnostic and prognostic role of 

miR-21 in RCC. The objectives are clearly defined, the study is well structured and the methods 
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described by the authors are sufficient to perform the study. The majority of the references are 

appropriate and up to date but few new ones can be added to the list.  

 

Two references are added to the reference list.(14,51) and some reference are specified in the 

manuscript in “Index test “section , more references of primary studies will be used in systematic 

review article. 
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