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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 handbook is of critical importance for the standardization and widespread implementation of Point-of-Care Ultrasound (POCUS) in neonatal intensive care units (NICU). By offering a radiation-free, bedside, and real-time dynamic assessment compared to traditional diagnostic methods, it has the potential to significantly improve the prognosis of the most vulnerable patient group: neonates. The inclusion of the latest 2025 NRP guidelines and 2026 ethical/legal perspectives ensures it serves as an up-to-date and highly practical resource for the global medical community
	

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

	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content. The emphasis on "Tips and Tricks" clearly signals the book's focus on practical clinical application and the accumulated wisdom of bedside practitioners.
	

	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.

	While a separate abstract section is not present, the "Foreword" serves as a comprehensive introduction, detailing the book's purpose, structure, and intended clinical impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. It builds from fundamental physics to system-specific protocols (e.g., SAFE-R, LUS Score) that are well-aligned with current evidence-based literature. From an infectious disease perspective, the emphasis on high-level disinfection (HLD) and standardized hygiene protocols is particularly commendable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are highly contemporary, including studies from 2021–2025 and the most recent 2025 NRP standards. The 67 references provided offer sufficient scientific depth and support for a comprehensive clinical handbook.
	

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

	The language quality is excellent. Technical terminology (e.g., "knobology," "anisotropy," "opercularization") is used correctly, and the prose is professional, clear, and engaging.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This book is an outstanding resource for clinicians in the field of neonatology, balancing theoretical depth with invaluable "bedside secrets." Its integration of AI-assisted diagnostics and the 2025 NRP updates makes it a pioneering work. The manuscript is ready for publication in its current form.
	















	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 ethical issues were identified. The manuscript extensively covers biological safety principles (ALARA, thermal and mechanical indices) and the ethical obligations regarding incidental findings and patient consent.
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