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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript provides a highly practical and clinically relevant guide to neonatal point-of-care ultrasound (POCUS), an area of rapidly growing importance in neonatal intensive care. The structured, system-based approach combined with practical bedside insights makes it particularly valuable for clinicians. It bridges the gap between theory and real-world application, improving
diagnostic accuracy, procedural safety, and clinical decision-making.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is appropriate and reflects the practical nature of the content. An alternative could be: 'Practical Tips and Clinical Applications of Neonatal POCUS'
	

	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.

	The manuscript lacks a clearly structured abstract. It is recommended to include a concise abstract covering background, objectives, key content areas, and clinical relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and aligns with current neonatal POCUS principles. Minor reinforcement with additional references is recommended.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are generally adequate but should include more recent literature (2022–2025), including guidelines and consensus statements.
	

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

	The language is generally clear and readable. Minor editing is recommended to improve consistency and maintain an academic tone.


	

	Optional/General comments

	The 'tips and tricks' approach is a major strength. Inclusion of more figures, tables, and flowcharts would further enhance clarity and usability.
This is a strong and clinically valuable manuscript. Minor revisions focusing on abstract inclusion, language refinement, and updated references will enhance its quality and impact.

	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No major ethical issues identified.
	






Reviewer details:

Adnan Walid, Apollo Imperial Hospitals, Chattogram, Bangladesh


Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
