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Compulsory REVISION comments

The Authors described a missense TLR2 gene polymorphism that does not seem to be
related to the susceptibility to leprosy among individuals with Mycobacterium leprae
infection. The experimental part seems technically sound, and the data are well presented,;
however, the Authors should explore also another TLR2 SNPs (the Bonferroni correction
should be included in the statistical analysis).

To have the power to detect associations of low-frequency SNP with the influence on
disease susceptibility, the Authors should recruit an adequate number of the study
population. In 2017, the total number of leprosy new cases in Brazil was 22,940
(http:/tabnet.datasus.gov.br/cgi/tabcgi.exe?sinannet/hanseniase/cnv/hanswuf.def),
therefore, the number of 50 patients with leprosy and 72 controls are too small to perform
such a case-control study.

Minor REVISION comments

In some parts of the Manuscript, the spaces should be added to the text.

Optional/General comments
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