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	1. Abstract- ‘There are several factors that can increase the risk of AKI in patients with SSTI: sepsis, drug related like antibiotics and NSAIDS, hypotension and, less commonly, infection-related glomerulonephritis.’ Rather than factors that can increase the risk of AKI, these are different causes of AKI in patients with SSTI. Could we please change this sentence accordingly. (In the abstract and in introduction)
2. Abstract, Methods: This is a retrospective study- 

Could we please change this as retrospective observational study
3. Conclusions: The presence of renal failure in SSTI patients significantly increases the risk of adverse outcomes, the need for renal replacement therapy, and higher mortality rates but this cannot be generalized as study population is limited to those with renal dysfunction. 

Can we specify this as severe renal dysfunction. 

4. A multidisciplinary approach is needed to optimize patient outcomes. – I do not see that this has been evaluated in the current study. i.e.; outcomes with multidisciplinary approach vs non-multidisciplinary approach. So, it is difficult to come to this conclusion. 
5. As this was a retrospective study, data was collected from the hospital records.- 

If that is the case, then better to mention as renal outcomes at the time of discharge from hospital.  (In Table 1 and under outcomes)

Thank you for correcting suggested other changes. All comments are made not to discourage but to improve the quality.    
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