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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 manuscript is valuable as it explores the effectiveness of presepsin in diagnosing early-onset neonatal sepsis. It provides comparative insights with traditional biomarkers, which can improve early detection and treatment. The study supports the advancement of neonatal care practices.
	

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

	Yes, the title "Effectiveness of Presepsin Examination in Early-Onset Neonatal Sepsis Compared to CRP, hsCRP, MPV, I:T Ratio, NLR, and Pre-Analytical Factors" is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the content and scope of the manuscript.
	

	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 the review appears comprehensive in the main text, the absence of an abstract limits its accessibility and impact, as it doesn't provide a concise summary for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Generally sufficient, but adding very recent (2021-2023) studies on updated meta-analyses, cost-effectiveness, and long-term outcomes would be beneficial.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications
	Yes, the language and English quality are suitable.
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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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