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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Introduction is too long. Describing dialysis techniques 
and blood access is unnecessary. 
 
The methods and subjects: There aren’t  data for:  
duration dialysis therapy, length of dialysis treatment,  
type of dialysis membrane, type of dialysis, dialysis 
solutions….  . There are not information about  therapy 
for renal bone disease (Phosphate binders, vitamin 
D…..)  and aetiology renal disease.  
 
The discussions should be better write.  
The missing data in the methods have influence to the 
interpretation of results. 
The first conclusion has no links with the results. 
I recommend use KDIGO Clinical Practice Guidelines 
for mineral  and bone disorders in the CKD (CKD-MBD) 

Introduction is reduced. 
 
Dialysis information is added 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The first conclusion is drawn by comparing the 
results of the redialysis samples (vitamin D 
dose) to results of the control subjects 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

Abbreviations are not always spelled correctly. 
P values and measurement units are missing in the 
tables.  

The p values are in the results and not in the 
table 

Optional /General  comments 
 

 
It is necessary to improve this manuscript. 

 

 
 
  


