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Compulsory REVISION comments Conclusion is not framed properly the summery seems ambiguous
Minor REVISION comments “Cancer “ward is repeated twice.

Urinary bladder cancer is most common genitourinary cancer is a generalise statement
.Either most prevalent or incidence would have been better sentence

In Discussion the comparative study between two studies of HE4 studies would gave
better perspective of the antibody sample size and usefulness in the invasive bladder

cancer
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