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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 
 

 
References list has some mistakes and deficiencies. Please make necessary 
arrangements.  
 

This has been corrected. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Capital and simple letters are mixed up in some places 
 

This has been modified. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Very well written. Congrats. What happened to WBC count with treatment? 
 
 

 
Thank you, the white count was slightly low only once, then it was normal on 
all subsequent CBCs. However that mild leukopenia plus the other cytopenias 
at presentation raised the question of a primary bone marrow disorder. 
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