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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 presents valuable evidence on the feasibility and diagnostic reliability of the Quick-Wee method, a non-invasive urine collection technique for febrile infants.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title could be more direct with the objectives of the study. I suggest the following title: 

Comparison of the Quick-Wee Method and Standard Clean-Catch for Urine Collection in Febrile Infants: A Randomized Controlled Trial
	

	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 "Methods" section states it is a "Comparative observational randomized controlled trial," which is slightly contradictory (RCTs are interventional by definition). 

It would be clearer to state: "A randomized controlled trial conducted at a tertiary care centre in India."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The science is good, but the reporting needs refinement to be fully transparent and methodologically rigorous for publication
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	The references are sufficient and recent. No mandatory additions are required.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, professional, and largely free of grammatical errors that would hinder understanding. The tone is appropriate for a medical research journal.
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