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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

Title: this is a review paper: reframe the title as “A review:----"

Abstract: there is repetition of sentences, more emphasis should be given to
genes...there you are mentioning about treatment etc but in body of the article no
such discussion is there...how it will improve in treatment. Should be written in
crystal clear and easy language.

Key words: does not match with your title or abstract... these should be specific
showing importance in your article

Introduction: needs revision ----add information regarding genes-----why are you
writing this review------ what is the need------ how are genes related to treatment and
better prognosis

Material & methods: no need to mention what you have written.....go as per the
guidelines of journal regarding writing of a review.

Is there any need of writing results?

What do you mean by discussion and conclusion?

Write under subheadings as per the format of review article

Give the gist of genes in tabulated form---who identified/ when/
gene/chromosome number/ spps/ area/

How early identification of genes will help in treatment discuss that.

You have not discussed about treatment

Conclusion is completely wrong...... go through your review it needs many
changes what are you trying to say inconclusion should be authentic

References: do as per guidelines of journal

Agreed with reviewer’'s comments. Corrections in the manuscript have been
made accordingly. Thank you

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Needs revision major mistakes are there
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