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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. Authors details should be included after thetopic 
2. Line 15: 120 sample size for control subject is too small, and my thinking is that 
since they are controls they should be up to same sample size as the test subject. In 
research work, it is the test subject that are difficult to have not the controls. 
3. Line 22, 261&278 : p< .05 should be written as p<0.05 
4. Line 23&24: Your comparism template is calling for critical observation, you 
earlier compared 240 Tests subjects with 120 controls, and now comparing 
experimental groups of 6-10 and >10 years to control groups of 1-5 years. Why not 
compared within the same year of exposure. 
5. Line 150: Highlight the subjects as test and control subjects. 
6. Line 268 &284: et al should be in italics. 
7. Line 283 &307: all should be written as All, and via as through. 
8. Line 384: Reference not comformable with earlier cited references 
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