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PART1:ReviewComments

Reviewer’'scomment

Author’scomment(ifagreedwithreviewer,correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript.ltismandatorythatauthorsshouldwrite
his/herfeedbackhere)

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments

1. Isthemanuscriptimportantforscientific community?
(Pleasewritefewsentencesonthismanuscript)

2. Isthetitleofthearticle suitable?
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle)

3. Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?

4. Aresubsections andstructureofthemanuscriptappropriate?

5. Doyouthinkthemanuscriptisscientificallycorrect?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestionofadditionalreferences,pleasementioninthe review

form.

(Apartfromabovementioned6points,reviewersarefreetoprovide additional

suggestions/comments)

onkwn

The manuscript is important because it provides valuable insights into renal implications
caused by dengue virus infection. Improving the understanding of differences in renal
parameters between patients with and without dengue can contribute to clinical and
epidemiological knowledge, influencing medical practices, strategies for preventing
complications, and the management of patients with dengue.

Thetitleisappropriate.
Theabstractofthearticleiscomprehensive,butitlacksimprovementsinwriting.
Thesectionsandstructureofthemanuscriptneedtobeorganized.

Themanuscriptneeds revisions.

Thereferencesarenotsufficientandaremostlyoutdated.

MinorREVISIONcomments

1l.I1slanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitableforscholarly
communications?

ItisadvisablethatthearticleundergoesanEnglishlanguagereview.

Optional/Generalcomments

Next,Iproposesomeimprovementsforthemanuscript,whicharealsohighlightedinthe manuscript file.

Intheabstract:

Insertthestudy'sobjectiveintoaseparatetopicfromthe background.
Insertaperiod(fullstop)afterthestudylocation
Itisinterestingtoincludethecountrywherethestudywas conducted.
Wasdatacollectioncarriedoutusingmedicalrecords?Weretheyphysicalor electronic
records?
Wastheidentificationofpatientswithoutdenguealsocarriedoutinthesameway?
Itisnecessarytomakethisclearinthesummary.
Notonlyregardlessofseveritybutalsoofagegroupandgender.
Itwouldbeinterestingtopresenttheseresultsshowingtheincreasein percentages.

Intheintroduction:

In the introduction, the authors should better elucidate the research problem, providing a
clear and concise explanation of why it is relevant to identify differences in renal
parameters between patients with and without dengue.
Additionally,theyshoulddiscussthepotentialconsequencesforthepatient.Inthis context, acute
kidney injury and its potential complications are addressed.
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- Attheendoftheintroduction,authorsshouldpresenttheresearchproblemand the study's

objective.
IntheMaterialsand methods:

- The study is cross-sectional, so it is highly recommended that you use the
STROBEchecklisttoensurethatallessentialelementsofyourstudyarereported
comprehensively and transparently. This contributes to the robustness and credibility of
your work in the field of epidemiology.

- Presenthowdatacollectionoccurred,thecollectionperiod,andwhichdatawere collected.

- ltisinterestingtoincludethecountrywherethestudywas conducted.

- Insertajustificationforwhythestudywasconductedwithasampleof100 patients.

- Werethereanyexclusioncriteria?

In Results:

- Insteadofinitiatingtheresultswithatable,itismoreaccuratetopresentthe characteristics
of the study population first.

- Inmyview,thereisnoneedforTablel,asTable2presentsthesamedata.
ReplaceTablelwithatabledetailingthecharacterizationofthe patients.

- DothevaluesinTablelconsistofaveragesoftheanalyzedpatients?

- Insertacaptioninthetablewithanexplanationregardingtheunitofmeasurement.

- Itwouldbeinterestingtopresenttheseresultsshowingtheincreasein percentages

In discussion:

- The discussion needs to be better elaborated. The authors should carefully
analyzeeachofthepresentedresults,relyingonupdatedscientificliterature.ltis crucial to
discuss the found differences, addressing possible outcomes for the patient. In the
discussion, the authors should explore how dengue causes these alterations in the
patient and its complications on renal functions.

- Thediscussionshouldbeginwithaparagraphprovidinganoverallsummaryofthe results.

- Attheendofthediscussion,presentthestudy'slimitations.

In references:
- Supporttheintroductionandthediscussionwithupdatedreferences

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment Author’'s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. 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:

Name:

Francisco Gerlai Lima Oliveira

Department, University & Country

Federal University of Ceara, Brazil
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