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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
1. In this research study, using clinical practice guidelines for the treatment of Paroxysmal 
Nocturnal Hemoglobinuria condition. Yes I’ll appreciate the manuscript work for the 
community purposes.  
 
2. Yes the manuscript title is suitable and well summarized. 
 
3. The abstract included all key point, introduction, aim, methodology, results and 
conclusion everything. It’s is totally comprehensive from my side. 
 
4. Yes from the reviewer side the manuscript have subsection and totally appropriate 
formatting during writing of manuscript. 
5. This study based on the clinical practice guidelines and treatment, that’s why manuscript 
is scientifically correct. 
 
6. Although number of references is enough and update. Some of them too much old year 
(Ref. 15, 2009). The references not well written as per the guidelines of journal. Kindly follow 
that.  

Thank you for the suggestions. 
 
Some references have been fixed. 
 
The ref. 15 is the main reference regarding PRISMA 
(Preferred reporting items for systematic reviews and 
meta-analyses: the PRISMA Statement). 
Others old references were the Guidelines included, 
according to the methodology. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. The numbering of references need some changes, author check the ref. in introduction part 
(author write firstly ref. 3 after that ref. 2) Correct the pattern. 
2. Write discussion of study design in the introduction section. 
3. Same references written in Figure 1 and Table 1, check this correction. 
4. Explain the optimum conditions you find in this study of treatment. 
5. Short note on the clinical practice guidelines in the introduction part. 
6. Some grammar mistakes found at the abstract section. 
7. The main conclusion of the study, Paroxysmal Nocturnal Hemoglobinuria, Kindly write in the 
conclusion portion. 
8. The manuscript having plag 23% (from Turnitin plag software), author need to reduce it in the 
manuscript. 
 

We appreciate your consideration. 
1. The first cited references were [1, 2] in the 

middle of paragraph 1. However, we changed 
it for a better understanding. 

2. Figure 1, Table 1, and Table 2 show the 
results of the 12 guidelines included. Thus, 
the references are the same. 

3. We have revised the English throughout the 
text. 

4. We improve the conclusion 
5. The introduction includes pathophysiology, 

immunology, clinical practice guidelines, and 
the tools for CPG assessments.  

6. The optimum conditions of treatments were 
described in the intro, methodology, and 
results. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 

 


