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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This interesting, clear, statistically sound and well-written Prospective Study, Efficacy

and Safety of Recombinant Human Erythropoietin (Hema-Plus®) for Management of

Anemia in Thai Patients on Peritoneal Dialysis. I have some minor observations to

increase quality of the manuscript. 1. Typographical errors: Page 9 paragraph 1 line 2

patents instead of patients Page 11 paragraph 1 line 1 and 5, what do you mean by AEs

and SAEs? First notations should be written fully Page 12 paragraph 1 line 6 and 7,

paragraph 2, line 12 review 2. How did you control your co-founders? 3.Discussion is

not enough


	PEER-REVIEW REPORT
	Name of journal: World Journal of Nephrology

