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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 
 

 
To authors, 
The theme is interesting. I have some advice. 
1. Abstract: Define “moderate” and “severe” anemia. 
2. Please describe the study period. 
3. Please delete Figure 1. You need not occupy spaces only to show this simple figure. 

Save the space. Reduce the paper volume. 
4. There are some wrong English. Please perform spellcheck using spell-checker. UK 

English has been used. While doing so, please reconfirm that USA English is not 
contaminated to the text.  

5. If possible, I suggest reducing the Introduction volume. The findings here made were 
very simple. To describe this simple finding, you need not write so much. If you write 
long, the point has become unclear. Also in the discussion, you need not write “all” that 
you retrieved in the literature. Please reduce the volume of Discussion section as well. 
The shorter, the better. 
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