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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
1-Sample size is concerning: 
 
16 participants in retrospective approach is too small to show difference based on 
the desired outcome. Revise power/sample size and include more participant data. 
 
2-Under Materials and methods 

Third paragraph reads: P. All of our admitted patients were on triple drug 
immunosuppression with tacrolimus, antiproliferative (mycophenolate mofetil or 
azathioprine) and steroids.  
This regiment is no the standard of care for maintenance IS.  What are the criteria for 
participant selection? Is it a cohort of highly sensitized patients? 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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