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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Overall, well done study with sound biostatistical analysis and highlighting an

important aspect and limitation of various definitions of septic shock. especially relating
to hyperlactatemia. However, since this study was focused on COVID-19 patients, it is
also important to highlight, how many patients had documented secondary
bacterial/fungal infections, level of sedation ventilatory settings and other causes
driving the hypotension/shock state. Also, it is clearly evident that patients in
vasoplegic group and septic shock 3.0 group had higher procalcitonin suggesting
probable underlying bacterial infection. Also, While several studies have demonstrated
that elevated lactate level alone is not a marker of fluid responsiveness or severity of
sepsis, persistent hypotension despite vasopressors is in itself a marker of severity of
illness. Recommend adding in table 1, any evidence of secondary infections, ventilator
settings if available , baseline liver and renal dysfunction (as that can cause differences in

lactate clearance between the group)
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This is study of COVID-19 disease patients with sepsis. Why did the authors take the

two primary outcomes in this study? Either the overall in hospital mortality or 28 days
mortality could have been taken as primary outcome and other as secondary outcome
along with other secondary outcomes. Methodology can be written in more detail
including days of SARS-Cov-2 infection, severity on radiological investigations and

other parameters. Were there any secondary bacterial infections in these cases?




