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Compulsory REVISION comments

Discussion is to discuss your results not to talk about Malaria, this paragraph can be shifted
in the introduction part but not in the discussion part.

bone marrow.

Minor REVISION comments

For me the research is kind of lacking the novelty, for example this article mention about
the white blood cells, | know you went more in details to check the deferential WBCs. |
expected more in results and discussion parts.
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