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	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 is an important study with large population to identify common symptoms and treatment approaches of broncho pneumonia.The information can help doctors in making early diagnoses and providing timely treatment for better disease outcomes. Overall, it can add useful knowledge to support better care for children with respiratory infections.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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 study period and place of study is not mentioned here. Adding some brief data on the causes, radiologic findings, and treatment outcomes would help give a fuller picture of the results. Also, slightly expanding the conclusion to show why the findings matter in real-world clinical practice would make the study more impactful

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No. need improvement
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The overall number of references is somewhat limited given the scope of the study. I recommend including additional recent references to enhance the manuscript’s credibility.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are understandable but there are occasional grammatical inconsistencies and some awkward phrasing that need careful editing to improve flow and readability. A thorough proofreading or professional language editing would help polish the text, ensuring clarity and a more formal academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The rationale is not clearly stated how age and gender distribution can identify disease early.

Timing of lab investigation is not mentioned. method section is not written clearly(including inclusion and exclusion criteria). In discussion section comparisons with similar studies should be included to place the results in context and highlight the study's contribution. 
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