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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
Minor REVISION comments
The manuscript “Evaluation of Procalcitonin Serum Levels in Children Younger than Five
ars Old with Urinary Tract Infection” represents a very interesting work, focused on procalcitonin, a
potential useful biomarker candidate for the patients suffering from vesicoureteral reflux.
However, I have some recommendations that could improve the quality of the manuscript
follows:
-

It is recommended to specify the method by which the PCT level was determined.

-

Considering that the study was conducted between 2013 and 2014, it is recommende
to indicate the time of determination of PCT values and the conditions of storage of
serum samples, if applicable.

-

Given the relatively limited number of samples under analysis, I consider it necessary
to mention the limitations of this study, as a separate note at the end of the Discussio
chapter.

-

It would also be recommended to add, in the Conclusions chapter, some remarks on
potential future studies on the analysis of this candidate biomarker.

Overall, the manuscript is well-written and requires minor changes, but the final decision of
publishing it belongs to the Editor.
Optional/General comments
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