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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) First of all, this article is not an original idea. This result is an expected result. It is
an expected result that intravenous iron therapy can be more effective than oral iron
treatment and can respond more quickly.

2) But it can be accepted when considering the number of patients taken into the
study and the study design.

3) As a supplementary recommendation, a table comparing the cost of oral iron
therapy and intravenous iron therapy can be added to the end of the study.

Minor REVISION comments

The marking rules can be reviewed again.

Optional/General comments

This article can be accepted to publish after the minor revision.
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