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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 addresses an important clinical aspect of dengue infection by evaluating the correlation between mean platelet volume (MPV) and platelet count. Given the high global burden of dengue, especially in tropical countries, identifying simple and cost-effective prognostic markers is highly valuable. The study contributes to existing literature by supporting the potential role of MPV as an accessible hematological parameter for early risk stratification. Although the findings are based on a relatively small sample, they may help guide further large-scale studies and improve clinical monitoring practices in resource-limited settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Suggestions:
· Correct grammatical and typographical errors (e.g., “prognostic vale” → “prognostic value”).

· Clarify units for platelet count (currently unclear: “1.87” without proper unit description).

· Improve sentence structure for clarity and readability.

· Briefly mention sample size explicitly in the results.

· Avoid repetition and ensure consistency in tense.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound:

· Appropriate study design (cross-sectional).

· Correct use of statistical tools (Kolmogorov–Smirnov test, Spearman correlation for non-parametric data).

· Logical interpretation of results.

However, concerns include:
· Inconsistency in discussion: the manuscript reports a positive correlation (r = 0.65), whereas cited studies mention negative correlations—this discrepancy needs clearer justification.

· Units and measurement descriptions (e.g., platelet count units) should be standardized.

· Some methodological details (e.g., sampling method, bias control) are insufficiently described.


	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The manuscript has a clear clinical objective and practical relevance.

  Formatting issues (spacing, punctuation, table presentation) must be corrected before submission.

  Figures and tables should have clearer labels and standardized units.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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