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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
In the methods section, the authors said patients
switched from ZDV to 4dT or transfused were
excluded for analysis; however in the results, those
cases are described?
In a cohort study, excluding in the analysis the
cases of switching from and to minimizes the
impact of the ZDV induced-anaemia which can
lead to false figures.  So at each stage the
percentages should correspond to actual remaining
cases and not to the starting population.
Line 123-154: Construct 2 or three multi-
crosstabulation tabs to be more clearly synthetic
and avoid long narrative text that is exhaustive and
confusing in reading. E.g. Age vs Gender, Age vs
Haemoglobin evolution…

Baseline 3m 6m 12m
Age Anemia severe
<1month 86 6
1-5Y 143 9
<6-10y 95 4
>11 21 18
Total 345 37
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Since by definition anaemia and severe anaemia
differ within age ranges, it would be better
articulate the data by age stratifications.

Data in table 2 should be revised to take in account
the severe anaemia cases withdrawn.

Line 167-172: The results do not show correlation
between age and severe anaemia presented in line
129-131 “(Seven (18.0%) of those aged 11-15
years had severe anaemia compared to 6 (6.5%)
of those aged <1 year, 9 (5.9%) of those aged 1-5
years, and 4 (4.0%) of those aged 6-10 years (P =
.02))” . So revise statistics and argumentation.
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Minor REVISION comments
Line 58-60: was really the study aimed at
comparing ZDV and Stavudine combined
regimens?
Line 64 and 66: harmonize the words programme
and program
Line 91: with CD4 T <25%?
Table 2 and Figure 1: Normally, it is
recommended to present data in either Table or
Figure and not both for the same data.

Line 162-166: The sentence is not really a
discussion; remove.

Optional/General comments

Reviewer Details:Name: Kadima Ntokamunda Justin LeonardDepartment, University & Country Clinical pharmacology & toxicology, University of Rwanda,
Rwanda


