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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.

Febrile neutropenia is an emergency for patients with leukemia. It is a life-threatening condition. Serum
lactate levels are present in AABG reports which are widely available now. So, it can be easily used to
prognosticate patients.

Is the title of the article suitable?
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Yes

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.

It is comprehensive

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

There are few concerns-

In the methodology, patients with hemodynamic compromise have been excluded while author is
looking for predictor of septic shock is only.

Reason for excluding patients with fever more than 72 hrs not explained while the likelihood of going
into shock would increase with prolonged illness.

Flow of study not depicted graphically.
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Majority of references not recent no. 2,4,5,7, 8,9, 10,11, 12, 14, 15, 17 are more than 5 years old. 12
out of 17 references are not recent. The author should include more recent references.
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