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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 manuscript is an interesting article that was aimed to explore the  
of influence of sex not  only  with the  plasma levels of TSH and T4, but  
also with the  cellular antioxidant capacity and markers of oxidative 
stress such as malodialdehyde in thyroiditis and in thyroid cancer as 
compared to healthy 
controls. Although the  article would provide a valuable contribution to 
the 
research in etiopathogenesis of thyroid diseases, I suggest a 
revision of the manuscript from  an  English mother-tongue, given the  
presence of a number of grammatical and syntactic errors. 
In addition, at page 3 of Methods section, the  reported prevalence of 
thyroid cancer seems incorrect, since thyroid cancer represents 
approximately 
3.8% of all new  cancer cases. 
Finally, the  bibliography is very  difficult to read due to the  formatting 
used. 
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 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) 
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