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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The paper submitted for the publication as review, deals with a topic of great interest

from clinical as well as biochemical point-of-view: in fact the sepsis represent a very

relevant challenge also today However, the content of the paper seems to be totally

inadequate and not updated to provide the most important informations about the

biomarkers not only those actually used but also those in development. In the present

form the review not provide any new and relevant updated informations. Furthermore,

the paragraph aimed to describe the usefulness of new technologies, such as

metabolomic, is largely incomplete lacking the description of other improved

technologies genomic, proteomic, etc that are described in the literature as new

diagnostic and prognostic tools in sepsis
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