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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The case report provides valuable insight by highlighting a rare but important complication of EPN in a diabetic patient on SGLT2 inhibitors. As the use of SGLT2 inhibitors becomes more widespread for diabetes management, it is crucial for clinicians to be aware of potential risks. This report also emphasizes the importance of a multidisciplinary approach and early intervention for favourable outcomes, making this relevant for internal medicine, Nephrology.
However further revision is required --- mainly improving language clarity, adding more literature support and diagnostic images before submission.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate but can be improved for better clarity
Suggested Title – “A CASE REPORT OF EMPHYSEMATOUS PYELONEPHRITIS IN DIABETIC PATIENT ON SGLT2 INHIBITOR THERAPY”
	

	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 summarizes the case well but need overall revision and some points that can be included are :
1] The causative organism (Cause of the infection as it is clinically relevant)
2] The outcome or any follow up 
3] Replace the term maximum care strategies with “multidisciplinary management” for better phrasing
4] Replace the sentence with requires precise assessment using imaging, particularly computed tomography(CT) scans.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	“Overall, YES – The case presentation is reasonable and clinically accurate however the manuscript would benefit from a clear and more through explanation of the potential mechanism by which SGLT2 inhibitors might contribute to urinary tract infections (UTI) like. Include supporting evidence from the literature would help strengthen this section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included are recent and relevant to the discussion on EPN, which is good. I suggest adding one more reference specifically supporting the association between SGLT2 inhibitors and UTI. It would help give your argument a bit more clarity.
	

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


	The language is understandable but require moderate revision for grammar.
Issues with tense, prepositions, and punctuations and awkward phrases should be addressed before submission/ publication. Overuse of “was found to be” simplify it to was or had wherever appropriate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Strengthen the discussion with specific recommendations for monitoring patients on SGLT2 inhibitors.
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