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KDPI is not universally familiar - can you provide a reference or detail what the components are? I

find the statement on page 13 'The ultimate number of nephrons in each kidney (1.4-3.5 million)' at

odds with my understanding of nephron number per kidney, which is each kidney can have between

600,000 and 1.5 million nephrons. If this is incorrect, can you provide a reference?
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This manuscript of Yousef Al-Shraideh et al, exhaustively described a current issue, directly related

to the ever-existing problem of acute organ shortage, namely the optimum use of small paediatric

donors

The paper analyzes the results obtained in their unit, in relation with: 1) the appropriateness

of the use of small paediatric donor, 2) the use of two techniques: Single versus Dual (en bloc)

transplant. While this work is not original, the extensive and enlightening analysis performed by the

authors regarding donor evaluation, recipient selection, surgical technique, immunosuppression,

post-transplant management, as well as the interesting and elaborate discussion, makes this study ,

useful to the readers and recommended for publication.
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Nice study. Data are presented well and in depth. Recommend publication
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