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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 topic is interesting.  
However the  manuscript is not clearly written, nor easy for the reader to understand. 
There ara data missing. For example in the abstract the authors mention : “Results: Our 
results showed the mean length of telomere was 32± ? ,” 
There are many syntactic and grammatical mistakes. 
The sample size is very small. For example there were only 4 cases of grade I and two 
cases of stage I. Have the authors check the power of the study? 
 The tables and the figures mentioned are not available to check. 
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