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	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.


	Besides haematological profiling of paediatric leukaemia from the centers that study could give an idea about childhood leukaemia patters & presentation with scopes of diagnosis to treatment in a limited resource setting of that region. As there are a few previous reports are available of that region aim of the study could be helpful to give an impact on this. Through the study limitation to treat childhood cancer the centers of those region could be drawn. By this national & international policies may work on the ball.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 May concise as  “HAEMATOLOGICAL PROFILING OF PAEDIATEIC ACUTE LUEKAEMIA PATENTS OF  PARIRENYATWA GROUP OF HOSPITALS, HARARE 
	

	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.


	Ok
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 There are some points needed to be clarify 1. Although at data analysis part it was mentioned P value was obtained by “chi-square tests” but no such result was shown at result. 2. At table 2 there was mention about “Low levels of MRD” which was confusing at which level / what day (day 15/ 28 or end of induction) of treatment 3. Nothing was mentioned about the treatment protocols. 3. table 3 and figure 3 were about - The comparison of haematological parameters among paediatric patients with acute leukaemia based on duration and treatment; but no relation with days of treatment of patient was shown rather in months which is not meaning full in relation of the phase of treatment. 4. Confounding factors regarding in relation to cell count were not evaluated. 5. Investigation procedures not described well 6. To whom flowcytomerty & cytogenetical study were done or not done was not mentioned.

	

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

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


	Some common terms could be used like bone marrow examination in the place of  bone marrow gist.
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	I think it could be an important article but required major revision 

Before accepting to publish. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Nothing was mentioned about informed written consent.  
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