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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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical and continuously evolving topic in diabetology and nephrology. Diabetic nephropathy (DN) remains a major cause of end-stage kidney disease (ESKD) worldwide, and understanding its molecular and therapeutic aspects is of utmost importance. The review provides a detailed overview of multiple signaling pathways—RAAS, PKC, MAPK, NF-κB, TGF-β/Smad, and JAK-STAT—integral to DN pathogenesis. The inclusion of novel therapeutic targets such as SGLT2 inhibitors, MR antagonists, and GLP-1 receptor agonists enhances its clinical and translational value. This manuscript contributes to bridging molecular insights with clinical implications and will be beneficial for researchers, endocrinologists, and nephrologists seeking updated perspectives on DN mechanisms and interventions.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “AN UPDATED REVIEW ON DIABETIC NEPHROPATHY”, is clear but generic. It lacks specificity and fails to reflect the molecular and therapeutic depth of the paper.
Suggested alternative:“Molecular Mechanisms and Emerging Therapeutic Targets in Diabetic Nephropathy: An Updated Review”This version more precisely reflects the content and elevates its scientific impact.

	

	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 provides a concise overview of DN, highlighting key mechanisms and emerging therapies. However, it could be improved by:

· Including quantitative data or key evidence from recent major trials (e.g., CREDENCE, EMPA-KIDNEY) to substantiate the clinical claims.

· Clarifying the distinction between pathophysiological pathways and therapeutic implications for better flow.

· Removing redundancy (e.g., “promote oxidative stress, inflammation and fibrosis”) and substituting with more precise phrasing such as “hyperglycemia-induced activation of redox-sensitive and pro-fibrotic signaling cascades.”
Suggested revision for clarity:
“The review integrates current evidence on oxidative stress, inflammation, and fibrosis in DN pathogenesis and discusses translational approaches including SGLT2 inhibitors, RAAS blockade, and novel cell-based therapies. Emphasis on early biomarker-based intervention provides new insight into precision management of DN.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate and well-structured, with robust explanations of signaling pathways and cellular mechanisms. Strengths include:

· Comprehensive integration of molecular signaling cascades (MAPK, TGF-β/Smad, JAK/STAT, NF-κB) and their roles in renal fibrosis and inflammation.

· Inclusion of emerging therapeutic classes supported by recent clinical trials.
However:

· Some statements lack recent primary references (post-2022)—especially regarding SGLT2 inhibitors, GLP-1 RAs, and mTOR inhibitors.

· The section “Interventional Therapies” discusses pain management in diabetic neuropathy (PDN), which deviates from DN focus and should be removed or retitled to avoid topic drift.

· Figures and tables should be redrawn with consistent labeling and citation to improve scholarly quality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is partially adequate but lacks recent key literature from 2022–2024 on:

· KDIGO 2022 Clinical Practice Guideline for Diabetes Management in CKD (DOI: 10.1016/j.kint.2022.05.019)

· EMPA-KIDNEY trial (N Engl J Med. 2023;388:117–127, DOI: 10.1056/NEJMoa2204233)
· Finerenone outcomes (FIDELIO-DKD & FIGARO-DKD, N Engl J Med. 2021;383:2219–2229)
· Nrf2 activators in DN (Front Pharmacol. 2023;14:1123937)
Adding these will improve scientific contemporaneity and strengthen the manuscript’s validity.
	

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


	The English is understandable but not yet of scholarly precision. Issues include:

· Occasional grammatical inconsistency (“which outbursts in increased synthesis…” → “which results in increased synthesis”).

· Repetitions and non-native syntax (“dangerous regulator” should be “critical regulator”).

· Overuse of passive voice; active forms would enhance readability.
Language editing by a native scientific editor or use of a journal-level editing service is recommended before submission to an international indexed journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The manuscript demonstrates excellent depth in molecular endocrinology and pathophysiology but could benefit from a more structured clinical correlation.

  A conceptual figure summarizing the interplay between hyperglycemia, oxidative stress, and fibrosis pathways would enhance visual comprehension.

  The Interventional Therapy section should focus exclusively on renal interventional approaches (RAAS modulation, stem cell therapy, metabolic control) instead of neuropathy-related pain interventions.

  Table 1 should be reformatted to meet journal standards (e.g., uniform alignment, inclusion of reference source for data).

  The Discussion and Conclusion are appropriate but could better emphasize translational and biomarker-driven future research directions.
Decision: Minor Revision
The manuscript demonstrates substantial scientific merit, broad mechanistic insight, and good integration of therapeutic strategies but requires refinement in structure, linguistic quality, and focus to align with international review standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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