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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.

	Since sepsis is a life threatening condition with dysregulated immune response and profound deleterious systemic effect, and it is more common in tropical and sub tropical countries, early diagnosis will play a crucial rule in saving life of a lot of patient suffering of sepsis. The use of procalcitonin as early biomarker for diagnosis add an advantage in management of sepsis, reducing both morbidity, and mortality. 
	

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

	Author title telling that he is going to compare between two groups of patients procalcitoinin amon tropical, and non tropical diseases but emphasizing on the tropical one, but it would be suitable to write it as follow:
Procalcitonin Biomarker in Sepsis: A comparative cross-sectional study with emphasisi on tropical infection.
	

	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.

	Regarding the abstract would be better to be written as follow:

· Background: where the author should define sepsis, it is magnitude intropical and subtropical coutries, importance of early diagnosis, and how procalcitoinin can implicate in this field and safe the life of the patient.
· Materials, and method: here the author should mention the type of the study, the place of the study, the duration of the study, method by which he calculate sample size, and method by which choose his sample like simple randam, stratified, or total coverage, and what confidence interval he select for his sample whether 98-95-85 CI, why he selet Instacheck, and QDXr device to quantify the procalcitoin not to select other device.
· Results: regarding the result should be mentioned as higher, and lower,  and the author should mention the p value, and the confidence interval while he is comparing between the tropical, and nontropical level of the proclcitonin.
· Conclusion: mentioned whether there is or no statistical significance difference exist between the procalcitonin level between the two group and the advatages of this result in management of patient with sepsis in tropical country, and recommendation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
It is sound scientific but need correction
	

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

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

	
it is suitable but need polishing, and more scientific editing



	

	Optional/General comments

	it is better for the author to re write the abstract as I mentioned as well as to change the tittle 



	







	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 

	
No ethical consideration
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