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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 highlights the spectrum of severity of dengue in oediatric population. Also 
emphasize on the community effect of this tropical illness. The importance of novel biochemical 
markers has been aptly mentioned . 
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Yes it is 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. 

 

No correction needed  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes it is scientifically correct. However the patients symptoms and clinical features could have been 
described in more details. Also the initial vitals had not been mentioned 
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