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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

With a single case study can we give conclusion for 

APhN? 

Statistical significance is lacking in the study. 

 

 

Indeed, this is only a case report sharing an 

experience of managing acute phosphate 

nephropathy. We don’t mean to draw any 

conclusion via this manuscript. Besides, 

statistical analysis seems not necessary for a 

single case report. Thank you for your comment. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

The albumin content is not mentioned after 

hemodialysis 

 

We did not measure serum albumin levels after 

hemodialysis because the result of serum 

albumin was obtained one day before the 

hemodialysis, and clinical conditions of our case 

got improved. 

Optional/General comments 

 

Language corrections should be taken care off 

 

 

 

We have made some corrections in the revised 

manuscript. Thanks for your comments. 

 

 


