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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 addresses an important diagnostic challenge in hemoglobinopathies by illustrating the limitations of phenotypic methods and the added value of integrating molecular diagnostics. The topic is relevant, particularly for high-prevalence regions such as Morocco and the Mediterranean basin. The case-based approach is appropriate, and the manuscript is generally well referenced. However, the paper would benefit from language polishing, methodological clarifications, improved table/figure consistency, and clearer framing of novelty and limitations. Some redundancies and minor inaccuracies should also be corrected.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable 
	

	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.


	Comprehensive 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript clearly supports the integration of molecular diagnostics into hemoglobinopathy workflows, but the novelty is mainly contextual rather than methodological.
Suggest adding 2–3 sentences in the Introduction or Discussion clarifying what this study adds beyond existing literature
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient and clear 
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires professional language editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript is understandable but requires professional language editing.
· Suggest adding 2–3 sentences in the Introduction or Discussion clarifying what this study adds beyond existing literature.
· Ethical approval missed 
· Units and formatting are inconsistent in table 1.

· Table 2 mentioned in text but not shown in the manuscript as provided.
· Table 3 could be simplified.

· Figure 2 and Figure 3 captions are duplicated and confusing. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Khalid Abdelsamea Mohamedahmed, University of Gezira and Jerash university, Sudan and Jordan

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


