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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.


	By eliminating prematurity-related confounders and applying appropriate analysis techniques, this study makes a valuable contribution by providing region-specific evidence. It also helps to fill an existing gap in the literature and offers direction for future prospective studies with larger sample sizes to validate and confirm the findings. And by highlighting the role of vitamin D, this study may help in reducing the incidence of hyperbilirubinemia in neonates.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and reflects the study content. However, it would be improved by specifying the study design- “Correlation between Neonatal Hyperbilirubinemia and Vitamin D Levels: A Cross-Sectional Observational 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.


	The abstract is appropriate and well-structured. However, I suggest minimizing the use of highly technical terms, as readers are more likely to read the abstract and conclusion. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, requiring few major revisions. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate. 
	

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


	Yes, the language and quality of the article are suitable for scientific writing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction provides insightful background, but the content would be clearer if organized into 2–4 focused paragraphs. I recommend starting the introduction with what is already known, then discussing existing gaps and limitations, followed by the study objective and experimental approach, and finally highlighting how this study is important and different from prior work.

While I appreciate the detailed presentation of the results and the appropriate use of statistical tests, a major limitation of this study is that the discussion section is missing. Ideally, in research papers, the discussion should follow immediately after the results, starting with answers to the questions posed at the end of the introduction, followed by correlating findings with previous studies, defending your conclusion, and then addressing the limitations of your study. 
Additionally, representing the data graphically would enhance clarity and understanding. 
Finally, while exploring molecular mechanisms can be insightful, including too much mechanistic detail may distract readers from the main findings, so it is advisable to keep this section concise and focused.
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