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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 authors need to explain in the abstract and introduction why they have selected 
these two genes to investigate and what the literature to date says about these two 
genes. 
 
The sample seems much too small for genetic testing. It could perhaps be called a 
pilot study to see how findings compare with those from other parts of the world. A 
power calculation needs to be done to determine how large the sample needs to be 
in order to obtain meaningful results; 
 
Unsurprisingly (because of the small sample), the results appear to be non-
significant. The authors need to apply specialized statistics to the sample and 
explain what they did – perhaps, since it has to be a pilot study at this point, they 
could restrict their comments to feasibility, acceptability of the research 
 
Perhaps they could address the ethics of genetic testing – who benefits, how 
 
The discussion is only to discuss results and compare them with what is already in 
the literature. 
 
These results (and other genetic results so far in schizophrenia) have no clinical 
utility so the conclusion should be only that the project showed that genetic 
research was feasible, that subjects appeared willing to volunteer.. 
 
The English of the manuscript needs substantial improvement 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
It is important for different regions in the world to investigate candidate genes for 
schizophrenia since they are likely to differ in different genetic populations 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 
 
Authors should address the ethics of genetic sampling 
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