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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 
 

 
Introduction 

1. Needs language revision, instead of explanded pulse would use tachycardia, also 
hack with pneumonia should be replaced by just pneumonia and UTI instead of 
difficult pee with kidney contamination.  

2. Definition of sepsis needs to be updated based on Sepsis- 3 guidelines. It is 
defined as life-threatening organ dysfunction secondary to dysregulated host 
response to infection.  

3. The role of NK cells in immunity and sepsis need to be clearly described. 
4. The number of patients enrolled needs to be clearly described, what was the 

selection (inclusion and exclusion) criteria used. What is the difference between 
the two sepsis groups described by the authors.  

5. Can the authors provide any historical data on whether these genes have either 
be studied or reported in prior sepsis studies.  

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Significant language corrections.  
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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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