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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Anemia remains one of the most common and clinically relevant complications of chronic kidney disease, particularly in the Indian population. This manuscript provides useful real-world information by capturing clinician opinions and routine practice patterns related to anemia management in CKD. Overall, the manuscript adds contextual value and may help bridge the gap between guidelines and day-to-day clinical practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope and objectives of the study.
No change is needed.

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is generally comprehensive and structured appropriately. However, the following minor improvements are suggested:

1.  Questionnaire booklet titled IRONTRACE (Expert Perspectives on CKD-induced Anemia and Role of Liposomal Iron.) explicitly use the word “Liposomal Iron” which may show bias toward liposomal formulation.
2.  In the Results, percentages related to iron route preference (oral vs IV) could be streamlined to avoid repetition.

3.  The Conclusion should reflect that findings represent clinician perceptions rather than direct clinical outcomes, particularly regarding liposomal iron.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically accurate and consistent with current understanding of anemia in CKD. The background and discussion appropriately reflect existing guidelines and literature. However, a few points need attention. 

Statements regarding the superiority and bioavailability of liposomal iron appear somewhat strong and should be interpreted more cautiously, keeping in mind the descriptive nature of the study. Since this is a perception-based survey, conclusions should avoid implying clinical efficacy beyond clinician experience.




	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely appropriate, relevant, and include recent publications. Key guidelines and Indian studies have been cited.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language is appropriate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The methodology section can be clearer and with proper justification. 
Limitations such as response bias of respondents, and lack of patient-level data should be emphasized slightly more clearly.

Minor Revision
The manuscript is relevant and scientifically acceptable after corrections. 

Revisions related to small methodological clarifications will further strengthen the paper.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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