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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
This review focuses on an interesting and important topic. However is too long and often lacks focus. 
There is too much text in the first sections that are not directly relevant to the topic. For example the 
pathogenesis of rejection can be summarized in a figure rather than a whole text section. There are no 
specific references for each sentence. Sections I-III can be significantly abbreviated/omitted so that 
the focus is on section IV. They can also be substituted by figures and tables. In section IV the tables 
have a lot of info but there is limited synthesis and interpretation of data. There is just a list of 
proteins and abbreviations but there is no mention of the role of these proteins and how they 
correlate to the pathogenesis of rejection. Again a figure summarizing the major proteins based on 
the best evidence and how they are involved in the inflammatory pathways of rejection would 
increase clarity and the impact of paper. The discussion on the most important section of the paper 
(IV) is limited with few references and limited interpretation. The manuscript should be shortened 
appropriately.  
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
This paper reviews the different proteomic approaches and sumarizes results from studies that 
examined proteomic for diagnosing rejection. It is very well and clearly written. 


