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	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.

	This manuscript is very important in the scientific community, because of the very significant haemoglobinopathy treatment strategies in clinical haematology and transfusion medicine. Being universally and globally relevant, haemophilia, its genetic pathophysiology and its distinctive treatment based on its categorised haemoglobinopathy group, makes its management very intricate to substantiate across heterogenous patient groups. The recent advances in pharmacotherapeutics, genetic therapy and transfusion therapies makes it a very prominent haematological treatment to be managed with integrated approaches.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	No, the title of the article needs change. It is not a comparative study, but a systematic review and meta-analysis. So the word “comparing” needs change.

If it is a mixed method study, with (i) comparative component and (ii) systematic review and meta-analysis components, then it must be clarified in the title, after the colon punctuation mark.
	

	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.

	No, the abstract is not comprehensive. More introductory literature is required on Standard Half-Life and Extended Half-Life Replacement Therapies in Haemophilia
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, more relevant and detailed scientific literature review from haematology is required to authenticate the comparative component of the research.
	

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

	Yes, but a little less quantitative aspects would make the quality of the article more scholarly and haematologically pertinent to read, because it has comparative and systematic review components also.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The article is well-attempted, but minor revisions are required to be included.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

It is a mixed method study with a comparative component along with systematic review and meta-analysis, so ethical approval is required. 

If it would had been a simple systematic review and meta-analysis, then ethical approval would not had been required.
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	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism.
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Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8.1,
Minor revisions required.






	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	







	








Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 
Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 
Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 
Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 
Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.


	Name of the Reviewer
	Prof. Dr. Moumita Hazra

	Department of Reviewer
	Postgraduate Department of Pharmacology

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Hi-Tech Medical College and Hospital, Bhubaneswar, Utkal University, Odisha University of Health Sciences, Odisha - 751025

	Country of Reviewer
	India

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Professor and Head of Department

	Email ID of Reviewer
	drmoumitahazra.198017thjune@gmail.com
drmoumitahazra.198017thjune@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	9874389125


	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Pharmacology, Clinical Pharmacology, Molecular Pharmacology, Pharmacotherapeutic Medicine, Clinical Pathology, Molecular Diagnostics, Clinical Medicine, Clinical Haematology, Paediatrics and Child Health, Obstetrics and Gynaecology, Orthopaedics, Clinical Oncology, Clinical Endocrinology, Chest Medicine, Stem Cell and Regenerative Medicine, Cytology, Medical Professing, Medicine and Surgery, Cardiorenal Medicine, Diabetology, Metabolic Medicine, Clinical Research, Hospital Management, Evidence Based Medicine.







Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (07-07-2024)	
