
 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (03-07-2024)  

 

Journal Name: Asian Hematology Research Journal  

Manuscript Number: Ms_AHRJ_128325 

Title of the Manuscript:  
Frequency of infections in patients with Acute Myeloid Leukemia receiving Cytarabine+ Daunorubicin (7+3) versus Azacitidine and Venetoclax during Induction 
Chemotherapy 

Type of the Article Research 

 
 
 
General guidelines for the Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/ 
 
 
Important Policies Regarding Peer Review 
 
Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/   
Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers  
 
 
 
 

 

https://journalahrj.com/index.php/AHRJ
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers


 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (03-07-2024)  

 
PART  1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript addresses a critical aspect of AML treatment by comparing the infection risk 
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research. The findings could lead to improved infection management strategies and help inform 
decision-making in the treatment of AML, ultimately benefiting patient outcomes in this 
vulnerable population. 
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