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Reviewer's comment

Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Keywords chosen should include Kawasaki disease or mucacutaneous lymph node
syndrome (more commonly used in of search query)

In the abstract, the author described the method and result, which both were not
written nor described throughout the length of the script. Method and ethical
clearance should be mentioned, with results from 135 cases reported and narrated.
Tables, charts or images from diagnostic imaging should be accordingly used to
properly outline the results.

Statistical analysis should be used when proper to give more robust analysis.

Minor REVISION comments

Page 3 Line 29 (“The onset age of iKD children is younger...”) and 31 (“A number of
studies have analyzed....”), the sentence bore repetition, the author should summarize
both in one sentence.

Discussion should be based on the data the authors obtained from the retrospective study,
then discussed accordingly with selected references.
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