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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	Early detection of EOS is important in timely treatment of this life-threatening condition in newborns. This study appears to be a confirmation and in a sense a repetition of the known information about biomarkers for EOS. It is scientifically true. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable
	

	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.


	Study design, should be multi-centric cross-sectional study and should also mention whether it was retrospective or prospective. 
Methodology section should mention the timing of the sampling to make sense of the time lapse between the symptoms (if there were any) and the blood test results. 

Results should also give the percentages and comparison of patients with a positive culture and negative culture results in terms of their biomarker levels. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They should mention about other biomarkers tried in previous studies. 
There is a need for a reference for the moderate diagnostic performance of CRP and its established role in tracking treatment response.
	

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


	Suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	There should be some demographic information about the maternal, pregnancy, and gestational week and weight.
In the results section, Comparative Analysis of PCT and CRP contains information which should be rather in the discussion section. 
To support the idea of CRP and PCT to be used together rather then PCT alone, there is a need to mention about the kinetics of these molecules to justify this claim. 
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