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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The work itself is a photograph of a case of hemolytic uremic syndrome in a 6-year-
old girl. However, it leaves the message that it seems to want to give, namely that 
only cortisone therapy for os is the only choice. When, on the other hand, apheretic 
therapies, immunosuppressive drugs and intravenous bolus cortisone is the 
extreme choice, before getting a 6-year-old child to dialysis only. Left in these 
conditions even kidney transplantation risks becoming ineffective, if not at risk. So 
in my opinion the work must give a complete message that in these dramatic cases, 
a much more aggressive therapy should be set . And if it has not been set, explain 
why the orientation towards a less aggressive therapy was chosen: precarious 
clinical conditions of the small patient? Unavailability of apheretic services and 
pediatric intensive care ? 
In olther words , Sending a message like cortisone is enough to treat a hemolytic 
uremic syndrome is dangerous and misleading. Especially if we are talking about a 
6-year-old girl 
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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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