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The study proves that total enteral nutrition is a good modality of early nutrition 

support for sepsis. 
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Thank you for the opportunity to review this work. This manuscript is a randomized 

clinical trial aimed at comparing the mode of early nutrition support as three different 

modalities of nutrition support: total enteral nutrition (TEN group), total parenteral 

nutrition (TPN group), and supplemental parenteral nutrition (SPN group) for sepsis 

patients from the perspective of intestinal microecology. Detailed comments about this 

study are as follows:  -Please provide the information about the missing data, if it 

occurred in this study, and how to deal with it.  -There is a well-organized discussion.  

-In the discussion, please correct the word “improveme” in the phrase “early TEN 

supports can improveme gut microbiota.”  -In the legend of Figure 1, please correct the 

word “bacteial”.   -In Figure 3, please reconsider changing the color code between the 

group as the author mentioned in the legend of Figure 3. Red as before nutrition support 

and blue as after nutrition support are used in Figure 1, Appendix Figure 1, and 

Appendix Figure 2. However, blue as before and red as after nutrition support are 

alternately used in Figure 3, which might confuse the reader. Also, please reconsider 
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support in Figure 4.  -In the result, the authors reported, "Comparison of genus and 

OTU level in gut microbiota composition using Mann–Whitney U-test showed that some 

gut bacteria changed significantly in the three groups after 5 days ..." However, Mann–

Whitney U-test is a statistical analysis to compare two groups in general rather than 

among three groups, as the authors mentioned. Please reconsider using the appropriate 

statistics.  -As the author mentioned, “… this study is limited with the small sample 

size …” Please provide the study size estimation in the method section. 
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