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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 chapter addresses a critical, under-recognized complication of Acute Pyelonephritis (APN), especially relevant for high-risk populations like diabetics. By synthesizing the pathophysiology and highlighting the emerging role of Relook Flexible Ureterorenoscopy (F-RURS), it provides a much-needed, structured clinical approach. The discussion on timely endoscopic removal of necrotic debris for preventing recurrence and improving renal outcomes is highly valuable and clinically impactful for urologists and infectious disease specialists.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflect the focused scope and clinical utility of the chapter.
	

	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.

	Yes, the abstract is clear, specific, and accurately reflect the focused scope and clinical utility of the chapter.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically robust, highly relevant, and well-written. The content addresses a significant gap in clinical awareness and management. The requested revisions are primarily structural (adding visual aids and flowcharts) to maximize the chapter's impact and readability for clinicians, rather than fundamental scientific critique.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The literature appears adequate and includes recent citations, covering the necessary background on APN, RPN, and endourological complications. 

	

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

	


The English language quality is high, clear, and professional.

	

	Optional/General comments

	

The literature appears adequate and includes recent citations, covering the necessary background on APN, RPN, and endourological complications. 
Figures and charts are highly necessary to clarify complex concepts. I strongly recommend including a diagnostic algorithm and a pathophysiology illustration. 
While RPN is known, the focused synthesis of its relationship with APN and the systematic advocacy for F-RURS as a primary management strategy for sloughed papillae provide significant clinical novelty for a book chapter.
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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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