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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
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suggestions here.
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Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?
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scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
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sentences may be required for this part.

The MS is well written and informative and has provided some new aspects about Turkey’s
genetic characterization. It can serve as base of AnGR characterization for Ghanna.
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