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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The authors discussed the topic correctly, presented appropriate previously published 
studies correctly stressed. 
The article submitted presents an interesting clinical case, although there are some 
shortcomings:  

1) The abstract should be written clearly and well structured (introduction, clinical 

presentation, conclusion) 

2) In the introduction chapter: it would be useful to complete the information about the 

emphysematous pyelonephritis, in addition they should be supported by 

references. 

3) In the Case report chapter: How is diabetes treated? Is diabetes balanced or 

imbalanced? 

4) In the Case report chapter: You should write the units of measure after each 

specified value (eg. Mmol/L or mg/dL) 

5) In the Case report chapter: You should write red blood cells (in the urine) instead of 

blood, abdominal and pelvic CT instead of CT abdomen and pelvis 

6) In the Case report chapter: What antibiotic was administered? How long was the 

treatment given? How long after the recovery was completed? 

7) In the Discussion chapter, the following sentence should be rephrased: After the 

introduction of minimally invasive percutaneous drainage, the management shifted 

towards it and yield better outcome.  

8) In the Discussion chapter: Which patient was followed for 10 years? The 63 years 

old patient with EPN? 

I recommend this article for publication in the journal, after taking into consideration the 
present comments.  
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