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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.


	Arterial Cord Blood Analysis plays a major role in predicting neonatal outcomes. It is an objective parameter compared to APGAR Score which is a subjective parameter.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is good only but Clinical Significance in Neonatal Outcomes are not clearly discussed in the study which was mentioned in the title.
	

	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.


	It is mentioned in their abstract.

Aim: This study reviews the significance and clinical applications of cord blood gas analysis

But it is not clearly depicted in their study.
Results and Discussion section:  They have mentioned only the values of acid base parameters but the clinical conditions of each neonate is not mentioned. Example how many babies (Out of the total 150 deliveries) are born with delayed transition, transient tachypnea of new born, meconium aspiration syndrome, respiratory distress syndrome) and other non-respiratory morbidity (Perinatal depression, HIE, necrotizing enterocolitis, coagulopathy, neonatal seizures and extubation failure).
These are not clearly mentioned. But the title and aims says the study about the clinical significance in neonatal outcomes.
KEY words: Arterial Cord blood Gas can be used instead of arterial blood gas
Neonatal Mortality and Perinatal Hypoxia: These two should be justified from the results.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. They have taken the ABG data alone for the 150 deliveries. 
But these are not compared with the clinical conditions of the baby and mother. If such comparison was done, the study would be more significant. 
The title and AIM says these but these are not reflected in their results and discussion.
	

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

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


	YES SUITABLE.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction 3rd paragraph: spelling error mortality rate  wasl

Materials and Methods: 3rd Paragraph 4th line, error in sentence making  case sheet.the birth

The study mention about APGAR score but the score for the 150 cases and its correlation with the ABG parameters should be clearly depicted.

Clinical significance in neonatal outcomes are not mentioned and correlated with their ABG values.

The study shows only the values but what is the use of those values in different outcomes should be clearly mentioned and discussed. Then only the purpose of the study will be achieved.

Statistical analysis: It is mentioned that outcomes like, presence of respiratory morbidity etc are analyzed. But these are not shown anywhere.
TABLES:  clearly show with rows and columns. Rows and columns are not shown with proper lines in both the tables.

Umbilical cord blood analysis provides an objective assessment of the newborn’s acid–base and oxygenation status at birth.
The above statement is the main purpose of this study but these are not justified. These are not clearly discussed in the results which is a major drawback of this manuscript.

FIGURES: The two figures shows only the values but the neonatal outcomes and its relationship with the values only will make this study a reliable one.
Conclusion says that Arterial pH and BE are significant predictors of neonatal morbidity, guiding immediate clinical decision-making and improving neonatal outcomes. 
But these conclusion statement are not justified from your study results.
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