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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 is an emerging topic regarding neonatal health. In resource limited settings, proper management of neonatal hypothermia is often insufficient. Consequently, hypothermia has a profound impact on morbidity and mortality rates, particularly among preterm infants. 
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The aim of the study (mentioned in methodology) was to evaluate the prevalence of neonatal hypothermia at birth, its clinical determinants, associated morbidity, and early neonatal mortality among newborns admitted to a tertiary neonatal care unit. But there is no data regarding prevalence, clinical determinants, morbidity and mortality in the result. In cohort study, data of two groups (hypothermic and not-hypothermic, in this study) should be presented in tables or graphs (showing real time data like number, percentage) in the result section. But in the result section author only presents the results of previously published articles like a review article. In a cohort study, in the result section, comparison (statistical analysis) should be done within two groups author studied. And comparison with previously published articles (similar or dissimilar) should be mentioned in the discussion section only. So the result should be changed using actual data of the research. 
After correction of results, abstract, discussion and conclusion should be changed accordingly. 
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	Most of the references are more than 5 years old and around 50% are more than 10 years old. 
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	If author is able to change the result with real time data, presents with appropriate tables, graphs with actual number and percentage, and also shows the result of statistical tests,  then this article may be consider for publication. 
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