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REVIEWERS' COMMENTS: 

Reviewer #1 (Remarks to the Author): 

The authors have addressed the remaining concerns in a thoroughly argued rebuttal, and with text 

changes and new data strengthening the manuscript. My only minor suggestion is that the 

discussion reference to the danazol study could be omitted as it seems unrelated, and 

mechanisms/implications of the altered measures of telomere length in that study remain unclear. 

We thank the reviewer for their positive assessment of our previously revised manuscript.  The 
reviewer had one remaining concern:  “My only minor suggestion is that the discussion reference to 
the danazol study should be omitted as it seems unrelated, and mechanisms/implications of the altered 
measures of telomere length in that study remain unclear.”

To respond to this concern, we have removed the relevant sentence.




