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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.


	This is a study to look at the clinical outcomes particularly survival/mortality rate of elderly patients undergoing haemodialysis treatment for end-stage kidney disease. It will be interesting to know the outcomes and associative factors for good outcomes in this group of patients.
However, the methodology of the study is quite confusing: it was mentioned as prospective study in the abstract and introduction but explained otherwise as retrospective study in the methodology section.

In addition, the results is not properly demonstrated with a conclusion not explained by the results.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is confusing and the methodology, results, and conclusion did not answer the title appropriately.
I am not sure whether the author is trying to compare older adults with haemodialysis to those with younger age or to compare among those with older age. “Older” adult needs a definition of the cut-off number. This study did not really demonstrate the difference between older to younger patients as the comparison was done between median age of 88 years old and 81 years old.
	

	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.


	Please explain the methodology of the study appropriately in the abstract. I have no idea how this study was done based on the abstract. The results mentioned in the abstract was not demonstrated in the main article too.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No issue with references
	

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


	English language is acceptable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript needs major revision to explain the methodology properly and to demonstrate the results appropriately. The conclusion made needs to correlate with the results of the study.
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