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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.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community because it consolidates global evidence showing that neonatal hypothermia at birth remains a common, preventable contributor to early neonatal morbidity and mortality. By highlighting key clinical determinants and persistent gaps in basic thermal care practices, it reinforces hypothermia as a modifiable target for improving neonatal outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Not completely suitable because the present title implies original cohort data and casual associations. 
New title options- Neonatal hypothermia at birth: Clinical determinants and early neonatal outcomes in low-resource setting

	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly written, covering the background, objectives, key findings, and implications. However, it would benefit from clearer alignment with the manuscript’s study design, particularly by clarifying whether the work represents original cohort data or a review of existing literature. If intended as original research, inclusion of key quantitative results (such as sample size and effect estimates) would strengthen the abstract, while causal language should be tempered to reflect associations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its concepts, definitions, and interpretation of the literature, and its conclusions are well supported by current evidence and international guidelines. The biological plausibility and reported associations between neonatal hypothermia and adverse outcomes are accurate. However, clarification of the study design is needed to ensure methodological rigor and consistency between the methods and results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, appropriate, and largely up to date, including key WHO guidelines, systematic reviews, and recent cohort studies. They adequately support the scientific arguments and conclusions of the manuscript. Inclusion of a few recent implementation or quality-improvement studies on thermal care or kangaroo mother care could further strengthen the reference base.
	

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


	Yes
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