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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 
 

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 

2. Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
 

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
 

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 
additional references, please mention in the review form. 

 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
I strongly feel that the authors did a pretty good job. The 
manuscript is well-written and has a strong scientific foundation. 
However, some vital information is missing that needs to be added 
for a better and clearer understanding of the scientific readers. 
 
“Please go through the Comment section in the manuscript”. 
 
 
 

ABSTRACT Summarize the findings and key message. 
INTRODUCTION Etiology and pathogenesis should be separate 
heading! 

 
We appreciate the reviewer's insightful feedback, which will enhance the paper. 
We have incorporated the requested changes into the manuscript, and below is 
a comprehensive list of our responses to the reviewer's comments as reflected 
in the article. 
 
#Reviewer: ABSTRACT Summarize the findings and key message. 
#Authors: We changed the text.  
 
#Reviewer: INTRODUCTION Etiology and pathogenesis should be separate 
heading! 
#Authors: We corrected the text.  
 
#Reviewer: RESULTS Please make a separate heading for Clinical parameters. 
Put it in a tabular form with the proper citations.  
#Authors: We added two new tables. Table 2 with clinical presentation 
frequency and table 3 with lesions according to renal compartment.  
 
#Reviewer: DISCUSSION How did SARS-CoV-2 infection affect the kidneys? 
Elaborate on mechanisms with citations. 
#Authors: We separated the topics: 4.1 Main renal alterations and 4.2 
Mechanisms of renal injury 
 
#Reviewer:  DISCUSSION Potential mechanisms of renal injury should be a 
separate heading. Elaborate on the mechanisms with citations and add a 
diagram combining all the potential mechanisms. 
#Authors: We separated the topics: 4.1 Main renal alterations and 4.2 
Mechanisms of renal injury 
 
#Reviewer: CONCLUSION Treatment strategies are missing! Please add it. 
#Authors: Thank you for your feedback. While we recognize the significance of 
discussing treatment strategies for COVID-19-induced kidney injury, our study's 
primary aim was to elucidate the renal pathology associated with SARSCoV-2 
infection in patients without pre-existing kidney conditions. By intentionally 
omitting treatment strategies, we maintained a focused scope to delve deeply 
into the multifaceted nature of renal complications. Given the rapidly evolving 
landscape of treatment approaches and the need for a comprehensive review of 
current literature, we believe that a dedicated investigation solely focused on 
therapeutic interventions would be more appropriate for future research. We 
appreciate your valuable input and commit to considering treatment strategies in 
forthcoming studies, ensuring a thorough examination of this crucial aspect. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


