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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Thank you for giving me the opportunity to review this manuscript.  I truly appreciate the hard work of the author(s) in 
compiling this information.  The information included in this manuscript is valuable, beneficial, and is necessary for the 
field of autism research.  It is my opinion that this manuscript should be seriously considered for publication in the 
Asian Journal of Biochemistry, Genetics, and Molecular Biology.   
    The structure of this manuscript is well formulated.  The information is pertinent, relevant, and current.  
 My only suggestion would be to add/include a “Results” section to this manuscript.  I understand that Table 1 is very 
detailed and comprehensive.  However, still include a “Results” section.  The “Results” section would include very 
basic data, such as the total number of articles reviewed, how many articles met the “Inclusion Criteria”, etc. 
     Again, thank you for the opportunity to review this manuscript.   
This manuscript is worthy of publication.  However, I do suggest that the author(s) add/include a “Results” section to 
the manuscript. 
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