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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This scientific study will be very helpful for the researchers who want to explore ABO blood
groups and other blood groups like Kell, Lewis, Lutheran, Duffy and Kidd.

Also The ABH non-secretors have high acceptance rate of getting auto-immune disorder like
multiple sclerosis and reactive arthritis etc.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

| suggest to change title to be as follows :
Prevalence Determination of ABH Secretor and non-secretor Among using Saliva, Plasma
and Urine Samples among Healthy Individuals in Bamenda Il Municipality, Northwest
Region, Cameroon

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

| think that abstract is comprehensive from the Background,aim,methodology should be
summarized and the results well written

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate but some of them need merge with
other subsections as pointed in attach file

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

Frequency of ABH secretor status in the world population is about 80% secretors and 20% non-
secretors with some geographic and racial differences.

ABO blood groups and secretors status has some relevance to certain diseases and clinical
and forensic medicine. Malignancies like leukemias and non-Hodgkin lymphomas alter the red
cells antigens and show weaker reactivity during cell grouping. In such patients saliva studies
may help to confirm the patient actual blood group if the individual is a secretor. There are
certain advantages of having ABH substances in saliva and other secretions. Also there are
also certain diseases which show higher incidence association with non-secretors.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

Yes , the references sufficient and recent

Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
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