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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 
 

- It is not clear if all patients included in the study have sickle cell anemia (HbSS) or sickle 
cell disease. 
 

The patients are patients with Sickle cell disease and it has been 
appropriately addressed in the revised manuscript 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

- Results are presented in “Materials and Methods” in the abstract; 
- The term “sickle cell anemia” is one of the key words, but the whole text and even the title 
talk about “sickle cell disease”; 
 - RESULTS: data presented in tables 1 and 2 don’t need to be described in the text; 
- What is “VOC patients”? The meaning is not in the text; 
 

All correction are duly noted and appropriately revised. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 


