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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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.


	This manuscript is of significant importance as it provides a novel, integrated synthesis of three critical pillars in kidney failure management: pathophysiology, technological innovation, and workforce competency. By demonstrating how biological insights, advanced therapies like high-volume hemodiafiltration, and simulation-based staff training are synergistically linked, it moves beyond a siloed approach to offer a cohesive framework for improving patient outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is excellent and should not be changed. It is a model of clarity and accuracy, successfully communicating the comprehensive, integrative, and evidence-based nature of the review. It tells the reader exactly what to expect, which is the primary function of a good title.


	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is excellent and comprehensive. It is a model of clarity and efficiency, providing a complete and accurate snapshot of the manuscript. It successfully convinces the reader that the full article contains a rigorous, evidence-based synthesis with significant implications for clinical practice and research. No major changes are needed.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It demonstrates a strong command of the subject matter, employs rigorous and transparent methods appropriate for its goals, and presents its findings with necessary nuance and caution.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are a notable strength of the manuscript. They demonstrate a command of the historical context, methodological rigor, and current trends in the field. The minor potential gaps do not significantly undermine the scientific validity or importance of the review's synthesis.
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