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	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 manuscript highlighted the importance of urinary urobilinogen as an overlooked diagnostic marker, particularly in early hemolysis and liver dysfunction. The information provided has the potential to refine clinical decision-making, improve early disease recognition, and optimize patient management. Promoting urobilinogen testing alongside conventional liver function tests improves diagnostic pathways, providing a more comprehensive understanding of liver and haematological diseases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is relevant and reflects the main idea of ​​the article.
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the article is organized according to the editing general instructions for the review articles. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant; however, the inclusion of more recent studies, especially clinical studies on the diagnostic relevance of urobilinogen, would strengthen their scientific basis. 

References should be arranged/formatted according to the journal's editorial guidelines.
	

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


	The manuscript is suitable for academic communication. 
Minor improvements to sentence structure could improve clarity and accessibility.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Overall, the review article is well structured and easy to follow, achieving its main objective. 
The discussions are clearly articulated while emphasizing the diagnostic relevance of urinary urobilinogen. 
The conclusions could be improved.
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