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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it addresses a critical yet understudied intersection between cervical cancer and acute kidney injury (AKI), particularly in a high-risk, underserved population in northern Brazil. By elucidating key prognostic factors—such as AKI severity (KDIGO III), sepsis, and palliative care needs—the study highlights the need for early nephrological intervention and interdisciplinary care to improve outcomes in these patients.
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	The Overview of Cervical Cancer and Acute Kidney Injury : An Outcome Analysis in a Hospital in the Eastern Amazon," is clear and informative but could be refined for greater precision, impact, and conciseness. A suggestion - Impact of Acute Kidney Injury on Cervical Cancer Outcomes: A Retrospective Study in the Eastern Amazon"
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	Your abstract is well-structured and comprehensive, covering key aspects of the study, including background, objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. However, it could be further refined for clarity, conciseness, and impact—especially since abstracts are often the deciding factor for readers
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific Strengths:

  Clinical Relevance-  The study addresses an important gap (AKI in cervical cancer, especially in underrepresented regions like the Brazilian Amazon).

                   Focus on prognostic factors (sepsis, KDIGO stage, palliative care) aligns with known AKI literature.

Appropriate Study Design - Retrospective cross-sectional design suits the exploratory nature of the research.
Clear inclusion criteria (cervical cancer + AKI) and defined outcomes (mortality, survival).
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	Manuscript's English language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but there are areas where clarity, conciseness, and grammatical precision could be improved to meet high academic standards.
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