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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study explores the correlation between two known risk factors ABO incompatibility and G6PD deficiency and their predictive value in significant neonatal hyperbilirubinemia. While the topic is clinically relevant and of public health interest, the findings reveal no significant correlation. This adds to the literature by challenging assumptions about early predictors of hyperbilirubinemia in neonates. However, the manuscript requires substantial improvements in scientific clarity, statistical interpretation and language for better scholarly communication.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, appropriate to the study
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Needs improvements.

· The abstract lacks detail on statistical significance.

· Include methods of bilirubin assay and cutoff values in the abstract.

· Clarify sample characteristics and key results concisely.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. G6PD testing method is qualitative and may miss mild deficiencies mention its limitation.

2. Very low number of outcome events (n=20 with hyperbilirubinemia) limits statistical power.

3. The study should clarify if confounders (e.g., sepsis, prematurity) were excluded or adjusted.

4. Overinterpretation of specificity/sensitivity from such small subgroups is a concern.

5. Table headings and labels need refinement for clarity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are recent and mostly relevant. 
Reference format should be changed as per journal guidelines
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Grammar and sentence structure need polishing throughout.

Suggest professional language editing before publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Ethical clearance is well documented.

2. Methodology is mostly clear but should clarify G6PD testing kit type.

3. Include a brief discussion on the limitation of follow-up time (72 hours may miss late onset hyperbilirubinemia).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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