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Dear Sir, It as an utmost pleasure reading your research and it is a topic of interest as

there a need to search for a specific reliable test for follow-up these patients. It is a real

need to have good prognostic markers in order to predict the possibility of disease

relapse as you stated. However, your main limitation is related to your retrospective

methodology, as well as the small sample you included. The only step you did not made

clear is related to how you propose your work could be replicated in the future, or how

you are planning a future research regarding your results in order to have a future

progression of a probable prognostic predisposing relapse factor, that could be more

useful. Other than that I want to congratulate you. Sincerely
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