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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 
 

 
 

-Title: Why didn't the authors choose to use serum or plasma instead of 'blood' in the 
title?. The authors examined multiple mutations in the MTHFR gene, but wrote 
‘mutation’ instead of mutations in the title. The title need to be checked as 
grammatically.  
-Abstract Section: The introduction section should be followed by the methods section. 
Then the result section should be written. 
-Introduction: Authors should write about purpose of their study in the last paragraph in 
the Introduction section. 
The sentence ‘Two types of MTHFR mutations which are C677T and C1286A’ could 
change as ‘There are two common MTHFR mutations, known as C677T and A1298C.’  
The sentence ‘The most common mutation is the MTHFR C677T’ could change as ‘The 
most common MTHFR mutation is called the MTHFR C677T mutation.’ 
-Method: Authors could defined the exclusion and inclusion criteria in detail in the 
method section. Authors could mention Strengths and Limitations of study. 
-The authors mentioned table 2, but table 2 was not included in the manuscript. 
-Discussion: The authors could have mentioned the studies in table 3 in the Discussion 
section. 

             Authors should correct spelling mistakes.  
             The paper will require a grammatical review. 
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