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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

Minor REVISION comments

Abstract needs to be rewritten in many phrases (aim of the study, patients and methods)
Supplementary file attached should be grouped in a less number of figures and tables.
The section ‘Aim of the study’ should be renumbered or included in ‘Introduction’

In ‘Introduction’ you stated that ‘Caffeine citrate (another methylxanthines) is presently one
of the most prescribed medicines in neonatal units. It is the first choice among all
methylxanthines because of its efficacy, better tolerability and wider therapeutic index as
well as longer half-life’. Why the aim of the study is ‘to determine whether preterm neonates
who took caffeine citrate from the first day after birth were less likely to AKI within the first 7
days’? It is already proved or not? Please explain.

Please include the reference in ‘statistical analysis’ as per instructions for authors.

Optional/General comments

Well conducted article. | suggest to shorten various parts (supplementary files, introduction
and discussion).
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