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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.
	The manuscript examines vitamin D binding protein polymorphisms (rs7041, rs4588) in Ivorian hemodialysis patients, revealing a predominant Gc1f variant but no direct link to vitamin D levels. Despite supplementation, 60% of patients had hypovitaminosis D, possibly due to poor treatment adherence. The study calls for larger-scale research to refine vitamin D management in sub-Saharan African populations.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Cross-Sectional Analysis of VDBP Polymorphisms rs7041 and rs4588 and Their Impact on Vitamin D Levels in Ivorian Hemodialysis Patients

	

	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 ,check journal guidelines any need of structured abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust, using appropriate methods (PCR-RFLP, ELFA) and statistical tests to study VDBP polymorphisms and vitamin D status. Minor clarifications on treatment adherence and the non-significant polymorphism-25(OH)D association are needed to enhance the discussion.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but limited in number and recency, lacking citations from 2023–2025

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Revise for clarity, conciseness, and grammatical accuracy, particularly in the abstract and discussion, to enhance readability and professionalism.

	

	Optional/General comments
	Keywords better to be MeSHwords ,not to be in title in alphabetical order
Clarify the rationale for choosing Bartlett’s test, report confidence intervals for key estimates, and discuss the impact of the small sample size (n=48) on statistical power in the limitations section.
The manuscript provides valuable insights into VDBP polymorphisms in an understudied population but requires clearer articulation of CKD-specific implications.

The small sample size limits generalizability; a larger cohort study is recommended to validate findings.

The discussion should elaborate on treatment adherence issues and their impact on hypovitaminosis D prevalence.

Reference study for sample size calculation needed.

Specify the study duration and data collection period in the Methods section, and address all types of potential biases
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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