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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 
 

1. Title 
Title should be changed from: 
The association of Cord blood telomere biology with mother’s education 
To:  
Association of Cord blood telomere biology with mother’s education, socioeconomic status 
and gestational age  
 

2. Methodology 
Authors should indicate the DNA marker/Ladder used for Gel electrophoresis  

3. Results 
Authors should show the figure of gel electrophoresis bands pattern confirming the 
size and quality of the procedure as well as accurate results  

 
Title: 
Can’t change title because statistics only emphasise mothers education 
 
 
 
Methodology: 
Incorporated 
 
Results:  
Incorporated 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

In conclusion, state only conclusive results but NOT LITERATURE/METHODOLOGY. Highlight the 
overall key figures(if possible in numner/percentage) regarding Cord blood telomere biology with 
mother’s education, socioeconomic status and gestational age  

 
Already mentioned. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 

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

 

Kindly see the following link: http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  


