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PART  1: 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
The ABSTRACT should be divided into subsections according to the style of the 
journal.

There are 2 portions of the REFERENCE list at the end of the manuscript, this is 
strange and must be corrected.  

If the authors intend to use the references in RED as part of the manuscript then 
they must be properly integrated into the text and REFERENCE list at the end of the 
manuscript.  

THE REFERENCE LIST MUST BE REPAIRED AND WRITTEN ACCORDING TO THE 
STYLE OF THE JOURNAL. 

Inclusion of the references in red was done in error. We regret any 
inconveniences this might have caused you. The necessary corrections
have been made.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
REFERENCE list at end of manuscript must be corrected to match style of the journal 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
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PART  2:   

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
Ethical approval was given by the ethics committee in University of Port 
Harcourt Teaching hospital , Port Harcourt Nigeria before samples were taken 
from the patients.
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