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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Lai et al performed a meta-analysis regarding the effect of donor and recipient gender 

match on the graft survival.  I have some comments.  1. Metanalysis in the title is 

meta-analysis? 2. Please describe the limitations of the present study in the discussion 

section.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

what are the limitations of this review like sample size follow up of data reviewed ...etc 


