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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and clinically relevant issue in neonatology, namely the optimal management of neonatal hypoglycemia. The study provides comparative evidence between oral glucose gel and intravenous dextrose, particularly in a resource-limited setting. The findings contribute to existing literature by reinforcing the role of oral glucose gel as a feasible first-line intervention in clinically stable neonates. This study is valuable for clinicians seeking less invasive, cost-effective, and family-centered approaches to neonatal care.
From an ethical standpoint, the study aligns with the medical principle of minimizing harm and invasiveness, which resonates with the Islamic concept of rahmah (compassion) and hifz al-nafs (preservation of life).

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, clear, and accurately reflects the study design and objectives.
Optional minor suggestion:
The title could be slightly refined for clarity by specifying the population, for example: Effectiveness of Oral Glucose Gel in the Management of Neonatal Hypoglycemia: 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 abstract is generally comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly presents the background, methodology, results, and conclusion.
Suggestions:
Consider adding a brief mention of clinical applicability in the conclusion (e.g., suitability for asymptomatic or stable neonates).
Minor grammatical polishing is recommended for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound.
The randomized controlled design is appropriate.
Inclusion and exclusion criteria are clearly defined.
Outcome measures are clinically relevant.
Statistical analysis is adequate and correctly interpreted.
The conclusions are consistent with the presented data and do not overstate the findings.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and include landmark trials and recent guidelines. The inclusion of Cochrane reviews and NEJM articles strengthens the scientific credibility.
Optional suggestion:
If available, adding one or two recent (2023–2024) guideline-based references could further enhance the manuscript, though this is not mandatory.

	

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


	The language is understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, minor grammatical and typographical corrections are needed throughout the manuscript. Professional language editing would improve clarity and readability
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study promotes a patient-centered and less invasive approach to neonatal care. The emphasis on reducing unnecessary NICU admissions and encouraging mother–infant bonding reflects ethical medical practice.
The study implicitly supports values consistent with Islamic medical ethics, including compassion (rahmah), avoidance of unnecessary harm (la darar wa la dirar), and prioritization of vulnerable populations such as neonates.
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