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Rating Result 
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

They must write effect of probiotic”L.Reuteri” association on the reduction of serum bilirubin 
in neonatal jaundice 

 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 4 

(An explanation is recommendable) 

In the objective, they must write evaluate the effect of probiotic association 

 

3. There are grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.  5 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

No errors 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4 

Take off the word combo in line 11 in methods  



We don’t need to do fasting venous blood test for bilirubin, just say venous blood   

 

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 4 

Mention in the discussion that their study didn’t affect hospitalization duration may be because of 
the small sample or mention the small sample as a limitation of the study 

 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the 
content. 

5 

Yes it’s accurate 

 

7. The references are comprehensive and according to the APA 
citation style. 

They have enough recent references 
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Interesting study 
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