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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. The World Health Organization (WHO) recently called for revisiting G6PD variant classification as a priority to implement genetic medicine in low- and middle-income countries.
2. This article identified 1,341 G6PD variants in population and clinical databases, providing interpretations for 268 of them.
3. By leveraging available data and interpretation guidelines, the authors created a repository for information on G6PD variants and nearly doubled the number of variants with clinical interpretations.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article is generally reliable and trustworthy, as it provides detailed information about the research conducted by the authors and their findings. The authors have provided evidence to support their claims, such as citing relevant studies and providing data from population and clinical databases. Additionally, they have used the ACMG standards and guidelines for the interpretation of sequence variants to provide interpretations for 268 variants. 
However, there are some potential biases that should be noted. For example, the authors focus mainly on how G6PD deficiency affects individuals in low- and middle-income countries, which could lead to a bias towards those populations when interpreting results or making recommendations. Additionally, while the authors provide evidence to support their claims, they do not explore any counterarguments or present both sides equally when discussing potential challenges with classification systems or associations between activity, stability, and current classification systems. Furthermore, there is no mention of possible risks associated with implementing genetic medicine in low- and middle-income countries or any discussion of ethical considerations related to this topic. 
In conclusion, while this article is generally reliable and trustworthy due to its detailed information about research conducted by the authors and their findings supported by evidence from population and clinical databases, there are some potential biases that should be noted when interpreting results or making recommendations based on this article's findings.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Ethical considerations of genetic medicine
· Challenges with classification systems
· Risks associated with implementing genetic medicine in low- and middle-income countries
· Association between activity, stability, and current classification systems
· Impact of G6PD deficiency on individuals in low- and middle-income countries
· ACMG standards and guidelines for the interpretation of sequence variants
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