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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 
 

 
NIL 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Material and methods: can be a little more elaborate with details of reagents and 
equipment’s used along with manufacturers details. 
Discussion: Physiology of weak D can be in greater detail since, Partial D and Weak D 
are two different entities also relevance in clinical practice and diagnosis. Should not be 
confused with each other. One is quantitative and other is qualitative. 
Also write the prevalence of Weak D in Indian Population, you can explain the table no 2 in 
your text. 
Conclusion: Last sentence is not correct; Weak D positive mother can safely receive both 
Rh Positive and negative blood. It is Partial D which is of significance of developing 
Alloimmunisation and transfusion reaction. 
Weak D is more significant in Donors where negative blood must be confirmed. 
Kindly rephrase the conclusion. 
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