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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 
 

The manuscript contained a low-quality prose, data, weak arguments, and conclusions with vague 
phrases and typographical errors. There was no scope of study, and the specific area of research was 
not stated, no review of related literature, no methodology, and  no discussion of findings (meaning there 
was no finding). Hence, there was no contribution to knowledge . The work should be revisited and 
should be in sequence with the features of an article for publication. I further recommend that to achieve 
the required depth for this kind of research, more review of contemporary literature on the subject should 
be done and more references should be added. Kindly see below some specific concerns on the 
manuscript: 
 
The abstract on the manuscript does not contain the characteristics of an abstract. It is a repetition of the 
introduction; hence, the author should review the abstract. 
The author mentioned that the manuscript is a review article – is he/she reviewing another research on 
the subject area or another author’s work? If not kindly rephrase. 
 
 
Kindly review the classification of hemolytic anemia – Do you mean the causes or are you referring to the 
classification? The items stated refers to the causes. Kindly review and rephrase accordingly. 
 
In the section “evaluation of suspected immune hemolytic anemia” kindly state what was being evaluated 
(for eg. Number of patients with the ailment that visited a particular hospital over a particular period) 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links. 

The entire work lacked sufficient intext citations.  
 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Patricia G. N. Harry 

Department, University & Country University of Port Harcourt Teaching Hospital, Nigeria 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 


