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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.
	This manuscript provides region-specific clinical data on organ dysfunction and mortality among patients with pulmonary sepsis, contributing to the limited literature from southeastern Mexico. The findings help document the clinical and biochemical profile of sepsis in a real-world hospital setting. Such data may serve as a useful reference for clinicians and researchers interested in sepsis epidemiology and health system performance in similar resource-limited contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the study population, clinical focus, and outcomes assessed.
	

	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.
	he abstract summarizes the study aim, methods, and main findings, but it could be improved by clearly stating that the analysis is purely descriptive and by briefly clarifying the study design and limitations. Reducing numerical detail and emphasizing the key clinical message would improve clarity and balance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but with limitations
The manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of study design, data collection, and use of descriptive statistics. However, the scientific interpretation is limited by the absence of inferential or comparative analyses, which restricts the strength of the conclusions. Clarifying the descriptive nature of the study and refining the interpretation would improve scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and cover key aspects of sepsis and organ dysfunction. However, the manuscript would benefit from adding a few more recent and more specific studies, particularly on sepsis biomarkers, pulmonary sepsis outcomes, and mortality prediction, including updated SOFA-based prognostic studies and regional epidemiological data if available.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	No
	

	Optional/General comments
	Please clearly state that the study is descriptive in nature and that no inferential or comparative analyses were performed. This will help align the conclusions with the study design.
The Results and Discussion sections contain repeated information and could be substantially shortened. Streamlining these sections would improve clarity and readability.
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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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