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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.
	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides a comprehensive and clinically grounded case study on Diamond–Blackfan Anemia, a rare and genetically heterogeneous bone marrow failure syndrome. By integrating clinical presentation, laboratory findings, therapeutic management, and pathophysiological mechanisms, the study contributes to improved diagnostic awareness and translational understanding of the disease. The work also reinforces current consensus-based practices while contextualizing them within a real- world pediatric case, which is particularly valuable for clinicians, researchers, and postgraduate trainees in hematology and pediatrics. Overall, the manuscript strengthens the
bridge between molecular mechanisms and bedside management in rare hematological disorders.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article is suitable and appropriately reflects the scope, focus, and depth of the study. It clearly indicates that the manuscript goes beyond a descriptive account of anemia and emphasizes a comprehensive case-based exploration of Diamond–Blackfan Anemia. The title is informative, engaging, and aligned with the expectations of readers in
medical and pharmaceutical sciences. Therefore, no alternative title is necessary.
	

	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 well-structured, summarizing the background, case presentation, management, and clinical relevance of the study. It effectively communicates the rarity of the condition, the diagnostic challenges, and the therapeutic approach adopted. A minor improvement could be achieved by explicitly stating the main clinical implications or learning points derived from the case, which would further enhance
its value for readers. However, no major additions or deletions are required.
	

	
Is the manuscript scientifically, correct?
Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and consistent with current knowledge on Diamond– Blackfan Anemia. The clinical findings, diagnostic reasoning, therapeutic interventions, and discussion of pathophysiology are coherent and aligned with established international consensus statements and recent literature. The interpretation of results is appropriate for a
case study design, and conclusions are drawn cautiously without overgeneralization. Overall, the scientific content is accurate and reliable.
	

	
Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are sufficient, relevant, and largely recent, including key review articles, consensus guidelines, and high-impact studies that adequately support the theoretical, clinical, and discussion sections of the manuscript. The citation of international consensus statements and recent reviews strengthens the credibility of the work. While the reference list is already adequate, the manuscript could optionally benefit from the inclusion of one or two additional
recent genomic or long-term outcome studies, though this is not strictly necessary.
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Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication, with clear intent and understandable scientific content. Minor grammatical issues, typographical errors, and occasional sentence-structure inconsistencies are present but do not compromise comprehension. A light professional language editing would further improve clarity, fluency, and overall presentation, making the manuscript more polished for
publication.
	

	
Optional/General comments
	Overall, this is a well-organized and clinically relevant case report that adds value to the existing literature on Diamond–Blackfan Anemia. The manuscript demonstrates clear educational merit, appropriate scientific rigor for a case study, and relevance to both clinical practice and academic research. With minor language refinements, it is suitable for publication
and will be of interest to a broad readership in medical and pharmaceutical sciences.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	






Reviewer details:

Álaze Gabriel Do Breviário, University of Informatics and Faith in Florida (UNIFF), USA

[bookmark: _GoBack]



