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Compulsory 

REVISION comments 

 

 

Due to the limited size of the study it would be safer to consider this a 

hypothesis generating study than a definitive actionable study. i.e. would not 

recommend instituting magnesium therapy broadly across all patients based 

on the findings. Furthermore it is important in case control studies to select 

carefully the control subjects. This can be difficult since there may be many 

factors or comorbid conditions that could contribute to hypomanesemia . 

 

Would discuss the weaknesses of the study particularly in relation to case 

control, power of the sample size and projected medically meaningful 

differences that were being sought at the start of the study. What 

differences in the control and study sample were corrected for or not. 
 

 

The control subjects used for the study were the 

same number, age matched and from the same 

socioeconomic group with the breast cancer 

patients. This is a cross-sectional prospective 

study, there is room for more elaborate study in 

future.  

Minor REVISION 

comments 
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Note: Blood samples would be considered minimum risk . nevertheless need 

clarification whether the study would be considered “exempt” or have another 

designation based on the local regulations 

 

 

 

 

 

 


