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Reviewer's report:

General 
I have two serious concerns about the statistical methods used in the paper. 
I would like the authors to respond to them to my satisfaction before I will 
regard the statistical component as acceptable for publication. 

Firstly, why did they derive the principal components for the hemoglobin AA 
subjects only instead of for the whole sample? 
Secondly, why did they categorise the ages into age groups instead of 
treating age as a numerical confounder? It would give them much more power. 
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