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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 randomizedd controlled trial addresses a highly relevant clinical issue in neonatology: optimal initial management of neonatal hypoglycemia. It provides robust comparative data between oral glucose gel and IV dextrose in a real-world NICU setting. The findings are particularly valuable for resource-limited settings where non-invasive, cost-effective interventions are needed. The study also contributes region-specific evidence from Indian neonates, enhancing global applicability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the study design and intervention. It appropriately highlights both the population and the comparative nature of the 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 well structured and informative. However, it could be strengthened by briefly mentioning key inclusion criteria (≥32 weeks gestation) and the main clinical implication. Adding one sentence on applicability as first-line therapy in stable neonates would improve clarity. No major deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is interesting scientifically and methodologically. The randomized design, clear outcome definitions, and appropriate statistical analyses support the validity of the findings. Results are logically presented and aligned with existing literature. Minor clarifications in phrasing would further enhance precision.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and include key landmark trials and guidelines. Recent high-quality studies and systematic reviews are appropriately cited. Inclusion of the latest 2024–2025 evidence strengthens the manuscript. No major additional references are required.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable, with appropriate scientific tone. Minor grammatical errors and occasional repetition are present but do not obscure meaning. Light professional language editing would further improve readability .
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-designed and clinically meaningful study with clear practical implications. The discussion is balanced and acknowledges limitations appropriately. With minor editorial refinements, the manuscript would be a valuable contribution to neonatal care literature and suitable for publication.
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