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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 article is very well done. However, it essentially takes into account the 
relationships between fetal growth and adult diseases. 

The review doesn’t consider other possible interferences such as chemical 
pollution, intrauterine exposure to electromagnetic waves and only in the final 
chapter”controversies for FOAD hypotesis” it reports the possible role of 
epigenetics in the determinism of some epidemics of Western countries such as 
autism or obesity. For this reason I would suggest to change the title of the review 

(for example” intrauterine growth and adult diseases”) 

Dear Reviewer; 
Thank you for your valuable comments. 
And I totally agree with you. I will change the title. 
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