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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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 study focuses on an important clinical aspect of AKI in cervical cancer patients and provides useful insights into outcome and management aspects in a low-resource, regional setting, which will provide valuable data for therapeutic and management protocol revisions and epidemiological data to scientific literature.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	The Overview is more general and lacks focus. Suggest to remove “The overview” and start with - CERVICAL CANCER AND ACUTE KIDNEY INJURY: AN OUTCOME ANALYSIS IN A HOSPITAL IN THE EASTERN AMAZON
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	· The abstract looks compact with wording. Need formatting of spacing and to be written more comprehensively with a less dense word structure.  Abstract needs to document the statistical methods used for analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	· The survival data lacks statistical survival analysis (Kaplan-Meier, Cox regression) – if this was not done due to small sample size, need to highlight and justify
· confidence intervals or effect sizes are not presented, but only p-values, which may be over-interpreted due to small sample size
· Although not a main objective, in the results section it is best to give an overview of the causes of AKI in this particular cohort.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The paper uses a predominance of local references, which is valid for epidemiological and socio-demographic context. However, suggest to include international references to relevant sections -Eg AKI Staging and Prognosis- KDIGO citation
Sepsis-Associated AKI- latest Surviving Sepsis guideline 

	

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


	The article is written in an appropriate academic and professional style , however there are multiple grammatical errors and  many long complex sentences which lack clarity – Eg “While the presence of severe AKI also stood out in this study, with 64.3% of patients classified as KDIGO III, corroborating the findings of Ismail et al. (2024), when they analyzed 230 cancer patients with AKI in a tertiary hospital, and found 61% in KDIGO stage III, associating this pattern with the presence of sepsis, hypovolemia and nephrotoxicity due to chemotherapy."  
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	A timely article with a clinical significance
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