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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 writing is confusing (mainly in the Introduction section); avoid to repeat SCA, 
SCD, AS, SS as abbreviation if you always use the extended terms.  State already 
from the manuscript’s title that the term “homozygous/heterozygous” refers to a 
phenotypic ascertainment of the patients and not to an actual genotyping 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Please elaborate the results section and the discussion section; the Gantt chart is not 
required; the description of each kit for each analyte is redundant. It could be –for the sake f 
the readers- as additional data. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The overall idea behind the manuscript is good BUT the writing makes the reader really 
disappointed.  
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 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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