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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 
 

 
1. Abstract part: totally re-write the abstract with indication of introduction, objectives, methods, results and 

conclusion indications with specific words. 
2. Introduction part: no clear indication of outputs and methods 
3. Discussion part: the author didn’t discuss well the case studies with its diagnosis results. It is better discuss 

well for each case in details. 
4. Conclusion part: reorganised the idea and eliminates the contradiction idea. 
5. Reference parts: use the same style citation system with updated references. 

 
Generally,  basic draw back of the manuscript are; the author didn’t mentioned what types of authoimmune haemolytic 
anemia that seen at the child? What is its classification based? Is that primary or secondary authoimmune haemolytic 
anemia? What prevention methods are advisable for those victimed one based on the type? And like questions are not 
mentioned. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Grammatical and typo errors as well as removing redundancy. Eg. The author used she and child many times.  
 

 

Optional/General comments  
Generally the manuscript written in poor form.  
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