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Title: Rhabdomyolysis Triggered by Statin Use: A Case Report

Strengths:
The manuscript provides a detailed account of acute kidney injury secondary to statin-induced rhabdomyolysis, including the clinical course and therapeutic interventions.

Suggestions:

1. The patient's comorbidities (especially diabetes, hypertension, cardiovascular diseases, etc.), concomitant medications, and the specific indication for statin therapy should be clearly stated.

2. It should be described how other potential causes of rhabdomyolysis (such as trauma, infection, drug interactions, and electrolyte disturbances) were excluded, and the causative role of statin therapy should be emphasized more explicitly.

3. The use of erythropoietin in the management of anemia due to acute kidney injury does not appear to be well justified. All of the patient’s laboratory findings should be presented in a table, arranged in chronological order.

4. Long-term follow-up and whether renal function completely recovered should be specified.

5. In the discussion section, rather than just providing information from the literature, the patient’s clinical and laboratory findings should also be integrated and critically discussed.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)


	


Reviewer details:

Bulent Kaya, Cukurova University, Turkey

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


