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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

The author(s) need to specify sample preservation method. 
 

The method of RNA extraction, DNA synthesis and RPCR should be cited.  

The sample preservation method was stated. 
 
The method of RNA extraction, DNA synthesis and RPCR were performed 
according to the manufacturer’s instructions, but the primer pairs were cited. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Few typographical errors. See manuscript.  
 

Few typographical errors were corrected. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
There is no evidence that ethical approval to carry out this study was sought. 
The consent of the patients was also not sought nor obtained.  

The ethical approval was performed/written for this study.  
 
 

 


