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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 is interesting, is clear, well described and covers the general format. It 
is an interesting descriptive study, since it evaluates the degrees of anemia in an adult 
population of the referred hospital, through the quantification of several parameters of 
the blood count, highlighting the evaluation of vitamin D. However, it is necessary to 
reinforce some points that I consider important to improve its quality. 
1) In the abstract it is necessary to describe the abbreviations Hb, MCV, MCHC, MCH, 
MCH, Hct, WBC, RBC, and Plt), although it is done in the introduction they must 
indicate the abbreviations used at the beginning of the manuscript on a separate sheet 
of paper. 
2) Write in all the manuscript et al., in italics (et al). 
3) The introduction is extensive, so I recommend reducing and using information in the 
discussion. 
4) In the results section it is necessary to modify Table 1, I suggest placing the mean 
and standard deviation in a single column to avoid using double columns. Were there 
significant differences? Indicate them if there were any.  
5) The sample size is not homogeneous since the number of women is almost double 
that of men. I suggest to be the number of men and women equal in the study and 
check if the differences they report are the same. 
6) Discuss more specifically and deeper the results obtained, these are done in a lightly 
manner. 
7) In addition, it is essential to update their references, because the most recent one is 
from 2018. 
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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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