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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 1. Introduction Section: Lines 48- 50: State themajor complications of sickle cell anaemia andgive examples.2. The study subjects were not properly matchedgiving that the number of enrolees is  small andreduction of even one enrolee will impact on theresults.3. Describe the method of selection of the studycontrols.4. Were haemoglobinopathies excluded from thecontrols. If so, state the method (s) applied.

5. State the study inclusion and exclusion criteriarespectively.6. Define the criteria for steady state as applied inthe current study with relevant references.7. State the sensitivity/specificity and positive andnegative predictive values of the diagnosticmethods as applied in the methods.8. The socioeconomic classes (SEC) of the studypopulation was not captured in the results....Table 1. Inclusion of the  SEC may impact on the
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nutritional status including iron status.Hence Table 1 should be expanded to include thevarious SEC, and age groups studied.9. Provide a description (in prose form) of Table 1.10. Discussion must be rewritten avoidingcasual/loose statements, repetition ofresults/findings and ensuring adequate flow ofinformation.11. The majority of the references are old e.g. refs.Nos. 8, 9, 12, 13 & 19 respectively. They shouldbe replaced with more recent and relevantreferences.
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Minor REVISION comments 1. Provide  conclusions/ recommendation(s) bothin the abstract and discussion sectionrespectively.2. Provide more references to justify the study andresearch question other than some casualobservations.3. Classify the various acute phase reactants stated,lines 175- 176.4. Delete lines 63-65.5. References: incomplete referencing for ref. No.7(article name, year of publication etc).
Optional/General comments Cited refs. Vis: nos. 9, 10 should come  immediately afterthe author’s name e.g. Usanger et al 9.
Note: Anonymous Reviewer


