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Compulsory REVISION comments This study explored the association between gross hematuria, serum PSA levels and
Gleason score in prostate cancer patients. Though interesting, introduction does not
include sufficient elements characterizing background (e.g. description of Gleason The manuscript has been modified

score, TURP, etc.), while discussion is often unclear. | recommend an extensive
English revision, considering also my comments highlighted in the text in track
changes mode.
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