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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Please indicate whether you obtained consent from each of your study subject to be 
included into the study. 
Indicate the total amount of blood obtained from each subject for the study. 

The study protocols were approved by the ethics committee of the Faculty of 
Medicine, Pharmacy and Dentistry of Bamako, the institutional Review Board 
(IRB) of Catholic University of Louvain under the number 09.084. 
We had obtained the  informed consent of patient before inclusion. The 
quantity  of blood taken per patient was 6-7ml for adults, 4-5ml for young 
people. Patients younger than 18 years have not included in the study. 
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