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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.


	The interest in addressing sickle cell hepatopathy is highly significant considering the fatality accompanied by it. The case report also highlights the importance of prompt blood transfusion, intravenous fluid hydration and the need of negating fluid overload with diuretics. The constant update on the patient’s level of consciousness has provided insight on the importance of patient monitoring in intrahepatic cholestasis.  With this said, this study is considered important when highlighting the management of sickle cell patients and the science community at large when it comes to advancing effective health care provision.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title could be improved to bring out the fatality of the condition at the beginning of the title rather than at the end therefore a suggested title would be: 
NEAR-FATAL HEPATIC CRISIS IN A SICKLE CELL DISEASE SCHOOL GOING CHILD.
	

	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 has addressed the introduction and brief explanation of the patient’s condition from the point of presentation at the health facility to the time of discharge. However, it would be good to have a mention that the radiological tests were not done as the patient was in distress and also the mentioning of the level of  hepatic encephalopathy (GRADE (III) ) would have effectively brought out the level of loss of consciousness. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct however one confounding factor has not been fully addressed. In the case presentation section, the author states that the patient has been compliant to vitamins and folic acid intake however there is no mention of hydroxyurea intake and that the patient only started taking the hydroxyurea upon prescription after discharge. Could the headache, jaundice and intrahepatic cholestasis be due to excessive haemolysis which could have caused a gall stones whose obstructive effect might have resolved? 
Also the introductory statement of the discussion is slightly in correct. There are not three major types of sickle cell disease when the author goes ahead to state four types of sickle cell disease variants. Instead a statement such as “It is a group of diseases which are: sickle cell anemia (HbSS), sickle hemoglobin C (HbSC), Sickle beta plus thalassemia (HbS β⁺) and sickle beta zero thalassemia.”
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	References are sufficient 
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