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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
This article discusses a case report and claims that the combination of QF-PCR, 

karyotyping and CNV-Seq could achieve a higher detection rate and accuracy for the 

prenatal diagnosis of chromosomal disorders.  However it has certain short falls. 1) In 

literature there are multiple articles on utility of combination of QF-PCR, karyotyping 

and CNV-Seq for prenatal diagnosis. Then how is this case report is different from those 

reports? 2) In the discussion section, the author has elaborately wrote about the different 

methods for prenatal diagnosis and its advantages and disadvantages. I would suggest 

that the authors re-write the discussion in a much short and crisp manner.  3) The 

authors start the introduction with QF-PCR but the discussion with 45XYY syndrome. I 

would suggest authors to start their discussion with utility of different diagnostic tools 

for pre-natal diagnosis and then later discuss briefly about the 45XYY.  Overall, it is any 

interesting case, but the authors have to focus on the novelty of the case and discuss it 

appropriately. 
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