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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.


	Study dates more than 5 years back, and the clinical utility of the findings to Bangladesh in 2025 is unknown. The topic is significant in the tropics, particularly in low-resource settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Abstract is well structured and comprehensive. Please refer to the attached manuscript for minor spelling/grammar changes. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Please see below general comments. 
All essential sections are present. Rich in detail: Includes both clinical features and lab parameters with statistical context. Clear outcomes: Complications and their frequencies are well-documented. 
Discussion is not good, haphazard. Please organize in order, avoid repetitions and re-write discussion please. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient. 
	

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


	Need to improve. Please see for corrections in the attached manuscript. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Avoid repetitions. No need to repeat results in conclusion. 

Specify GCS change/elaborate more. Need to be more specific as this could mean GCS 15 becoming >14 or 15 becoming >7. 

Provide units and reference ranges for all the lab values. 

Check the units as serum creatinine of 16-27mg/dL is extremely high. Please correct this. 

It is better if the AKI stage was specified as 1/2/3 +/- RRT. 

What were the normal lab cutoffs for the C3/C4 levels as mean C3 level in the table appears normal rather than low.
For numbered references brackets are placed before the full stop, like this [1]. On the other hand, a superscript number (like a footnote cue) is placed after the full stop.2
Why did you not investigate numbers of hematuria as the presenting feature?

UTI and septicemia may be atypical, but AKI, hypertensive encephalopathy, nephrotic syndrome are well documented complications of APSGN. 

Discussion is haphazard. Please organize in order, avoid repetitions and re-write discussion please.

You have not given data about their literacy level, family income levels or urban-rural distribution. Maybe you mention that geographic background of study population is known for low socioeconomic strata and high prevalence of illiteracy. 

In your study, sore throat was the predominant cause. In conclusion you contradict your own findings by mentioning ‘with skin infection identified as the leading cause of APSGN
’. 

You conclude by mentioning something that you haven’t studied. Instead try to study and highlight key implications:

· Which factors were most predictive of complications?

· How might your findings inform early detection or management strategies?
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