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Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	From the aims and objectives of this study, it’s to serve raise awareness among clinicians on the utility of BMA and BMB cytology which is a welcome contribution to the scientific community
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‘OUTCOME AND COMPARISON OF BONE MARROW ASPIRATION AND BONE MARROW TREPHINE BIOPSY CYTOLOGY IN AN ADULT POPULATION IN TERTIARY HEALTH INSTITUTIONS IN RIVERS STATE’
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	With the suggested corrections and addressing the ambiguity surrounding the study period it can be better
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some statements needs to be rephrased while some needs to be verified as pointed to enhance its factual nature
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