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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and underexplored aspect of sickle cell disease management by evaluating the cost-effectiveness of routine follow-up visits in a resource-limited setting. By linking clinical outcomes with economic analysis, the study contributes valuable preliminary evidence on how structured outpatient care may reduce hospitalizations and healthcare costs while improving patient outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	phrase “Pharmacoeconomic” may be slightly misleading since the study primarily evaluates the cost-effectiveness of follow-up strategies rather than a specific pharmacological intervention. “Cost-Effectiveness of Routine Outpatient Follow-Up Intervals in Adults with Sickle Cell Anemia: A Pilot Study from Cameroon.”
	

	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.


	Yes. The abstract could briefly note the short follow-up period and small sample size as limitations
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and addresses a relevant clinical and health economics question
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Adequate and relevant to the topic.
	

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


	The overall language and English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	studies with larger multicenter samples and longer follow-up periods would help confirm the findings and provide stronger evidence for policy recommendations.
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