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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 
 

First of all, the article should be revised by a colleague fluent in English language 
In introduction with the term hemophilia you refer to hemophilia A and B, however 
we also use the term hemophilia C or factor XI deficiency 
All statistical methods should be included in “Methods” and not in the “Results” 
Details about hemophilia should not be also inclused in discussion 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Hemophilia patient and hemophilic  correct to patient with hemophilia 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
This manuscript present an interesting study concerning a comparison between FFP 
vs cryoprecipitate transfusion in patients with hemophilia A and B with bleeding 
episodes. Even if we are in the era of factor concentrates (prophylaxis or on-demand 
infusions) in low income countries or in hospitals without hemophilia units it is 
really important to recognize the difference in this treatment approach 

 

 
 
 
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?  
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