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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Line 22 - line 27 (4 of them affect .... called alleles A and B):References must be cited.
 
line 65: conditions (95 ° C - 10 min, 95 ° C - 20 sec, 55 ° C - 30 sec, 72 ° C - 20 sec, 40 
cycles). This part must be reformulated and explain that it is an initial denaturation 
followed by 40 cycles of amplification. 
 
line 110: These results are generally consistent with available literature data (e.g., 
[14]). You need to broaden the discussion in this section by citing the results found 
in other studies whether using the RT-PCR method or the RFLP method. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The work is very interesting and was conducted on a sufficient number of samples (n = 94) 
to validate the technique. 
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