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CompulsoryREVISIONcomments Reviewer'scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpartin
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the

importance This manuscript addresses an important topic, particularly in identifying biomarkers like NGAL for early
ofthismanuscriptforthescientificcommunity.Whyd | kidney dysfunction diagnosis. Given that NGAL could potentially serve as an early biomarker for renal
o] disorders, this

youlike(ordislike)thismanuscript? Aminimumof3-4 | studyisrelevanttoclinicalanddiagnosticapplicationsinnephrology.Highlightingtheresearch’ssignificancefo
sentences may be required for this part. r both acute and chronic kidney diseases, as well as the demographic, strengthens its contribution to

regional studies in nephrology.

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable?
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) Thetitleisgenerallyappropriateanddescribesthemaintopic-examiningtheNGALbiomarkerandbiochemical
parametersinpatientswithrenaldisordersinRamadicity. However,someminorimprovementsforclaritycould
be suggested, such as specifying “kidney function” or “renal biomarkers” for a more focused title.

Suggestedtitle:"EvaluationofNGALandKeyBiochemicalParametersinKidneyDisorderPatientsinRamadi

, Iraq.”

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do

you The abstract captures the study's aim, methodology, and findings adequately. However, the grammar

suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepointsinthis | needs

section? Please write your suggestions here. refinementforclarity,andsometermsneedbetterdefinition(“NGASL, "whichlikelyreferstoNGAL,shouldbe
clarified). Also, mentioning the statistical significance for different parameters would strengthen the
summary.

Suggestedimprovements:

e Clarifyanynon-standardabbreviations(suchas“‘NGASL”).
e Refinesentencesforreadability,suchas“Kidneyfunctiontest(serumCreatinineandserumUrea,H
B, WBC) were measured...”

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscript
appropriate? The manuscript has a well-structured format with an introduction, methodology, results, discussion,

and
conclusion.Figuresandtablesareusedtosupportfindings,butfigurelegendscouldbemoredescriptive.Also,
combining similar sections might improve flow.

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific Thestudyisgenerallysoundandalignswithstandardresearchmethods. IteffectivelyemploysELISAtomeasure
correctnessofthismanuscript. Whydoyouthinkthat | NGAL levels and uses appropriate statistical tests to analyse group differences. However, there are
thismanuscriptisscientificallyrobustandtechnicall | areas where clarity and justification are needed:

y sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part. e MethodologicalDetail: ThedescriptionoftheELISAtechniqueandbloodsamplingcouldbenefitfro
m further elaboration on why specific volumes and types of samples were chosen.

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?Ifyouhave
suggestions of additional references, please Referencesaregenerallyrelevantandincluderecentstudiesupto2022,providingastrongbackground.

mention them in the review form.

MinorREVISIONcomments
Themanuscript'slanguagerequiresrevisiontoimprovereadabilityandgrammar.Frequentminorerrors,suchas

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitable inconsistent terminology and unclear abbreviations, affect comprehension. Ensuring consistency in
for scholarly communications? terms like "NGAL" (versus "NGASL") would also enhance clarity.
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Overall,thestudypresentsvaluablefindingsonNGALasapotentialbiomarkerforkidneydisorders.Refiningthe
manuscript as per the suggested revisions would improve its impact and clarity.

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’'s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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