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PART 1: Review Comments
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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

The manuscripts describes the treatment for 21 days of 40 female subjects of lvory Coast
with severe anemia. It shows that the treatment improved the hemoglobin level of more
than 1 g/dL in 80% of the subjects. It is a simple work the presentation of which should be
improved.

- Why the patients were given 10 or 15 ml? Is there any rationale for the difference? That
corresponds to what mg/kg/die?

Do the authors have any data on the compliance, that the subjects took the drug twice a
day? When during the day? How Hb level was measured?

- There are no comments on the non-respondent subjects. Did they comply, did they have
particular pathologies of adverse effects?

- There are too many figures for such a simple work. The data of fig 1 and 2 can be
presented in a table. Fig 5 and 6 can be in a single two-panel figure, which indicates the
non-responding subjects. Fig 3 is non necessary, The data of tolerable-adverse effects
should be presented in a single table.

- The reason to choose Feredetate over the most common ferrograd should be in
introduction

- The open-label multi-centric in the title is not necessary. Moe important is the Ivory Coast.

Optional/General comments
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