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	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.


	The study provides compelling evidence that Procalcitonin (PCT) is a highly effective biomarker for differentiating between bacterial and viral meningitis in children under 5 years age group in Senegal, which could significantly aid in triage and reduce the unnecessary use of antibiotics. The high NPV of PCT suggests it is particularly strong at ruling out bacterial infection. 
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	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 , but there are a few minor points where clarity and precision could be improved. For example :We collected data from 40 elderly patient should be written as We collected data from 40 patients under the age group of 5 years."
 Include the "Other types of infections (20%)" to ensure the diagnosis breakdown is complete
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	The article should be accepted after the authors address the minor modifications related to correcting the abstract error and adding necessary methodological detail such as the study  included 40 patients, this section should be rephrased to justify the final sample size (n=40) rather than focusing on a calculation in the methodology section
The criteria used to define the final diagnoses (viral meningitis, bacterial meningitis, sepsis, etc.) are crucial for validating the PCT results, but they are not detailed.
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Yes, consent form should be taken from the guardian of the patients as they are minor and  the study should be  approved by the human ethical committee of the institute where the research carried out.
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