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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The seroconversion rate for hepatitis b vaccination is low in patents with advanced chronic kidney disease. Identification of factors associated with the low seroconversion rate is crucial. Modifying such factors on a case to case basis can improve the seroconversion rate.
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	· Aim: To assess the seroconversion rate following Hepatitis B vaccination in patients with Stage 4 CKD and to determine the factors associated with non response to vaccination.
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	Though the sample size is small, the statistically significant results obtained in the study have a scientific basis and can be considered as relevant.
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