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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The study is very interesting. The methods are well structured.The discussion provides a
good background to the literature- However several point should be addressed:
-In the abstract section. The acronym TLC should be described. The terminology should be

better edited. "ultrasound abdomen pointing towards infective foci" can be replaced by
"ultrasound abdomen examination consistent with infective foci”. "lottery method " can be
replaced with random assignments.

-In the abstract section, differences between groups should be substantiated with statistical
data.

-The keywords should not be too long groups of words. For example Early resolution of
complicated intra-abdominal infection is not a key word.

-In figure 1 the y-axis should be better described with a caption. A value that could be put
on the y-axis for a better understanding could be the percentage of patients with resolution
of the infection.

-In the methodology it should be indicated by which statistical method the 2 groups were
compared (chi square?).The statistical accuracy should be indicated with its p value.

-The acronym SIRS should be explained in the discussion section.

-In the discussion it should be noted what this paper adds to the existing literature.

Minor REVISION comments

-In table 1 describing data with standard deviation can increase the scientific value of the
paper.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

)Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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