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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	This manuscript is important for scientific community since it examined the relation between haemodialysis and ECG (especially P wave). The current literatures seem scarce, so the results of this study will add fact related to the matter. 
Yes, it is a suitable title. 
The abstract is comprehensive, however, there are different facts about calcium between abstract and the results section (In the abstract, the calcium was decreased, but in the results section the calcium was increasing. 
I think the subsection and the structure of the manuscript are appropriate. 

Actually it will be better if the measurement of the P wave was done by two different researchers (and done blinded) so that the results are the mean between the two measures. 

The references are too little. The author(s) can add until 15-20 references. For example, te literatures or journals related to the CKD and hemodynamic factors, electrolyte and body water. 

· There is no discussion about the changes in the ureum and creatinine levels. 

· To draw the conclusion is quite difficult because the previous literature (although not many) are in different position regarding how is the relation between the P wave (duration and amplitude) and HD. And the analysis of the different results is not very comprehensive.

	

	Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, the English quality is suitable for scholarly communication. 

	

	Optional/General comments


	It is an interesting study, and the article is very concise (in a positive way). 

	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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