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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 original article number 68040 reports the clinical experience in autoimmune 
haemolytic anaemia in eastern India. In particular clinical data, treatment and 
adverse events therapy related are discussed. Although the novelty lacks  (it is well 
know the role of steroids in first line and of rituximab or azathioprine as second line 
in the treatment), the manuscript is scientifically robust, in particular clinical and 
statistical data and the tables.  
Moreover the authors highlighted the paucity of data in AIHA from developing 
countries and none of the series have been reported from eastern India.  
An other strength is the comparison with the data published from western world. 
Therefore, if possible, in discussion the above concepts should be stressed; in 
particular a short review of the clinical onset (median age, symptoms, etcetera), of 
therapeutic data and of relapse free survival available from retrospective studies 
from developing countries and from principal reports of western world should be 
summarized in a table and compared with the clinical data of the manuscript. 
  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. RBC  in “abbreviations” in not reported. 
2. Table1:  “season of presentation” should be removed. 
3. The correlation found between degree of anaemia with jaundice and with 

reticulocyte could be removed. 
4. Figure 2  “Cumulative Relapse Free Survival instead of percent survival. 
5. The English language should be revised.  
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PART  2:  
 

 
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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