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PART1: ReviewComments 
 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments Reviewer’scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpart 
inthemanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback 
here) 

Pleasewritea 
fewsentencesregardingtheimportance 
ofthismanuscriptfor 
thescientificcommunity.Whydo youlike 
(ordislike)thismanuscript?Aminimumof 3-4 
sentencesmayberequiredforthispart. 

Themanuscriptis significanttothescientificcommunitybecauseit relatesleukemiaincidencetothe 
coagulationprofileinsicklecellpatients,whoareknowntobeatriskfora varietyofhematological 
complications.TheinvestigationaddsvaluebyelaboratingoncoagulationabnormalitiesinSCDpatie
nts andinvestigatingtheirpossiblelinkwithleukemia-apoorlyresearchedareawithinSCDresearch. 
However, theresultsofthe study,asit 
cameoutintermsoftheabsenceofleukemiawithinthesamplesize, 
shouldhavebeenmoreemphaticanddeeplyinterpreted.Thoughtherewerenonew 
casesofleukemia,the 
comprehensivenatureofthecoagulationprofilessupporta widerperspectiveonSCDmanagement. 
The 
significanceofthestudyiswell-mentioned;however,thiscanbemoreelaboratedonwhythereisa 
needto 
discussleukemiainSCD.WhytheincidenceofleukemiaisanimportantquestionforpatientswithSCD
? Whatistheknowledgegapthatalreadyexists?Thishastobetoldtojustifytheresearchbetter. 

 

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

Whilethetitledoesindeedshowthescopeof 
study,whichconsideredleukemiaincidenceandcoagulation 
profileamongsicklecellpatients,somerewordingcouldgoa 
longwayinaccuratelydescribingthefindings intermsofayes/noonleukemiaincidence. 
A suggestionforrewordingwouldbe:"AssessmentofCoagulationProfilesandInvestigationof 
Leukaemia 
IncidenceinSickleCellPatientsat LagosUniversityTeachingHospital." 

 

Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?Doyou 
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)of 
somepointsinthis 
section?Pleasewriteyoursuggestionshere. 

Theabstractisa goodsummary,butit 
doesnotgointotheenoughdetailaboutthestatisticalmethodsused 
andthesignificanceofthefindings.It needsa 
clearerconclusionregardingtheabsenceofleukemiaand 
implicationsofthecoagulationprofiledifferences.Iwouldlikea 
quickmentionofthestatisticaltestsused 
withanadditionalemphasisonclinicalrelevance. 
TheAbstract,althoughbrief,requiresanexplanationofthefindings,atleastregardingthenon-
significant findingsrelatedtoleukemiaincidence.No 
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Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscri
pt appropriate? 

BackgroundInformation:Theintroduction,thoughgood,hasgivenanoverviewofSCDanditsassociat
ion 
withcoagulationdisorders;however,theassociationofSCDwithleukemiaisinadequatelyelaborated. 
MoreliteratureonthereportedincidenceofleukemiainpatientswithSCDanditsclinicalimplications 
couldherebystrengthenthis section. 
StudyDesign:Thecase-
controlstudydesignisappropriatefortestingdifferencesbetweenSCDpatients 
andhealthycontrols.Nonetheless,moreinformationconcerningtheselectioncriteriaofthecontrolg
roup wouldmakethemethodologyevenmoretransparent.Werethecontrolsmatchedforageorsex? 
Inclusionandexclusioncriteriaarewell-carriedout, 
exceptfortheconfirmationofpatientswithsteady- 
stateSCD,whichissummarized;thereferenceshouldbe includedtounderstandthisaspectbetter. 
Samplesizeandstatisticalpower:While80participantsmightbeadequate,noevidenceinthepaper 
showedhowsamplesizewascalculatedorif it ispowerfulenoughtodetectdifferencesinleukemia 
incidence.Themethodologydescriptionwouldbestrongerif 
thecalculationofsamplesizehadbeenadded. 
Datacollectionandlaboratorymethods:Thecoagulationprofilesassessmentandbloodcountarevery
well 
described. However,more informationonthereliabilityandvalidityoflaboratorytechniquesappliedis 
needed,whichshouldincludetheprecisionofassays.Werethetestsinduplicate?Also,detailson
the statisticalanalysis-whatstatisticaltestswereemployedforthevariousvariables-
shouldbedescribed earlierinthemethodologysectionandnotleft tolaterintheresults. 

 

Pleasewritea 
fewsentencesregardingthescientific 
correctnessofthismanuscript.Whydoyouthinktha
t 
thismanuscriptisscientificallyrobustandtechnica
lly sound?Aminimumof 3-
4sentencesmayberequired forthispart. 

Theresultsarewell-
presented;relevantcomparisonsbetweengroupsaremade.However,theycouldbe 
betterstructuredtohighlightthekeyfindings.Forexample,theincidenceofleukemia,whichbearsmaj
or 
relevancetothisstudy,ismentionedunderthediscussioninsteadofbeingattheforefrontoftheresults 
section. 
Tables:Sometimesthedata isbetterpresentedasa 
table,andsometimescolumnand/orrowlabelsare requiredforfullclarity.Thep-
valuesareusefulbutnotasinformativeasCIs,whichwouldprovidean 
estimateoftheprecisionoftheresults. 
-
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 -CoagulationProfile:Therehasbeena 

decentcomparisoninSCDpatientsversuscontrols,althoughmore 
contextisrequiredregardingtheclinicalsignificanceof 
suchfindings.Forinstance,howwouldthehigh 
whitebloodcellcountandtheprolongedprothrombintimesaffecttheoutcomesinpatients? 
Discussion: 
-InterpretationofResults: 
Discussion:Althoughthepropercomparisonofthefindinginthisstudywithpreviousliterature,especi
ally 
ontheaspectsofhaematologicaldifferencesinSCDpatientsandcontrols,maybedone,muchattentio
n shouldgototheabsenceofleukemiacasesfoundamongthecohortsinthisstudy.Whatmaybethe 
possiblereasonsforthat?Mayit 
beduetothefactthatsamplesizeissmalltodemonstratesuchrare conditionslikeleukaemia? 
ClinicalImplications:Discussionhastobemoreinterpretativetoelaborateontheclinicalimplication
sof thesefindings,moresocoagulationabnormalitiesinpatientswithSCD.Howistheelevationof 
prothrombintimesandD-dimerlevelstobeinterpretedbytheclinicianinsucha 
population?Any recommendationsforthemanagement? 
Limitations:Thearticledoesstatesmallsamplesizeandlimitedfollow-up,butthissectionneedsmore 
elaboration.Moreprecisely,thestudydoesnotcontrolforpossibleconfounders,forinstance,theu
seof hydroxyureainSCDpatients,whichmightaffectbloodcountsandcoagulationprofiles. 
FutureResearch:Thearticleonlymentionstheareasoffutureresearch,butthoseareasarenotdevelop
ed. Thissectionshouldhavea littleexplanationofwhatkindof 
studiescanbedoneinordertogivemorelight 
onthisrelationshipthatexistsbetweenleukemiaandSCD,orwhatkindofclinicalrelevancethe 
differencesincoagulationprofilemayhave. 
Figures,suchastheboxplotcomparingthecoagulationprofile,werepresentanduseful;however,the
se couldbeshownwithgreaterclarity.Thelegendsneedtocontainmoredetail-forexample,whateach 
variablerepresentswithinthecontextofthestudy.Thesefiguresrequirehighresolutionandbetterdes
ign forpublication. 
Theseresultspointtoonelogicalconclusionthatmightbeelaborateda 
bitmore.Preferably,theclinical implicationsofthesefindingscouldbemadeclearer-
forinstance,howthecoagulationprofilescanhelp guidetreatmentdecisionsin SCDpatients-
attheend.In addition,it wouldbepreferableif thefinding-or lackofit-
withregardtoleukemiawerepresentedinawayproximaltotheconclusion. 
TheresultofcoagulationprofileinpatientswithSCDisinteresting,butthejustification,statistical 
analysis,andpresentationofresultsneedfurtherimprovementif thisarticleistobepublish-
worthy. Revisionswillmakethisarticlea 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?If 
youhave 
suggestionsofadditionalreferences,pleasement
ion theminthereviewform. 
- 

Sufficientandup-to-
dateenough.Toenhancethebackgroundanddiscussionsectionsofthemanuscript,at 
leastmoresourceswithregardtothepossibleassociationofSCDandleukemiaincidence,coagulation 
abnormalitiesinvariouspopulationssufferingfromSCD,arerequired. 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitabl
e forscholarlycommunications? 

Qualityofthelanguage:Generallygood,butthereareplaces,especiallyintheresultsanddiscussi
on 
sections,whereclarityimprovementsareneeded.Athroughproofreadwouldbeadvisableinorde
rto ensurethatthemanuscriptmeetsscholarlycommunicationstandards. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments Manuscriptisscientificallystrong,butneedsrevisionsinabstract,resultspresentation,anddiscuss
ionto highlighttheimportanceofthefindingsandclarity. 
Thestructureisgenerallyappropriate,withtheneedformorefocusonleukemiaincidenceinthe 
"Results"section,giventhestatedimportanceintheobjectivesofthisstudy.Themethodologysec
tion 
requiresmoredetailonstatisticalanalysesandpowercalculations,particularlyhowsamplesizew
as determined. 
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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?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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