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PART 2: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments There is no acceptable reason to use "semi-quantitative"RT-PCR analysis of E-cadherin expression levels. Theseexperiments should be repeated using quantitative RT-PCR.Statistical significance testing of multiple groups shouldbe by ANOVA, not by iterative Student's T tests.on Line 197: should read "(Fig. 2A)"
Minor REVISION comments The authors should state whether there was any changein the morphology of the cells expressing the threedifferent JAG1 constructs.on Line 287: transfected cells (add space)I really doubt that the levels of E-cadherin proteinreduction are significant to 4 digits (for example, 37.66%on line 286)
Optional/General comments Straightforward, generally well-performed study of theeffects of expression of several JAG1 isoforms on E-cadherin expression and processing.
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