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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The topic of the manuscript is very important because in resource-limited settings where molecular profiling is unavailable, CBC and bone marrow-derived parameters remain the main diagnostic and monitoring tools. A comparison of validated markers in pediatrics could help clinicians avoid over-interpreting nonspecific inflammatory indices and identify candidates that are worth prospective validation. However, the manuscript needs more pediatric-specific evidentiary anchoring.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title fails to completely capture the “narrative” review aspect. It is stated in the abstract that ‘this narrative review summarizes…’
My suggestion would be: Hematologic Indices and Prognosis in Pediatic Leukemia and Lymphoma: A Narrative Review.
	

	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 is coherent and covers the key aspects of the narrative review. However, the authors can add some elements of the methods section, such as the search dates/timeframe, databases and inclusion criteria.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As earlier stated, the manuscript needs to be more specific to pediatrics. The discussion of emerging prognostic markers is largely supported with evidence in the adult AML/lymphoma without pediatric validation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	A significant percent of the references are within the last 10 years. However, some are off-target and can be improved. For e.g., a diabetes paper was used to support systemic immune-inflammation indices (3rd paragraph of Introduction). And, did the author cite their previous narrative reviews so often that it seems there is heavy reliance on their previous reviews? 
Reference #2, 3, 4, 7, and 19 all point to Obeagu Ifeanyi, and may raise concerns of padding.
The author(s) should add authoritative pediatric oncology sources anchoring core prognostic frameworks.


	

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


	Yes.
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	With the above suggestions made, I believe the manuscript is relevant to the scientific community.
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