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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

- Abstract and line 394 -396: Considering the number of data obtained, the 
conclusion must be based on the research results instead of "studies with larger 
sample size are needed...." 
 
-More information about the population are needed like life style and contact with 
the sunlight for giving support to Results and Discussion. 
 
- The Authors should improve discussion of the data for  Table 1. 

 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

- All the abbreviations must be identified on the beginning of the text. 
 
- It is necessary to standardize the terminology using "gender" instead of "sex" 
 
- Line 151: change ml - mL 
 
-Page 292: We suggest that the title of the Table 3 could begin with "Urinary 
excretion..." (take away the term "24 hour") 
 
- All the parameters analysed must be in mmoL/24h instead of mmol/24h. 
If there any ethical issue, please clarify. 
 

 

Optional /General  comments 
 

- The authors could do the dosage of vitamin D in others investigations. 
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