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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.


	The study's findings are especially useful for doctors, policy makers, and academics who are trying to improve obstetric care because it focusses on multifetal pregnancies, which are already a high-risk category. The early prediction of postpartum haemorrhage (PPH) in multifetal pregnancies using serum protein indicators is an important and understudied area of maternal health that is addressed in this manuscript. PPH continues to be a major global cause of maternal morbidity and mortality, especially in settings with limited resources. The goal of this study is to find affordable, non-invasive biomarkers for early diagnosis in order to improve maternal outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Although the study title reflects the content of the work, however, there is the need for a slight modification to increase scientific clarity and precision, as suggested below; 
“Predictive Role of Serum Proteins in Postpartum Haemorrhage among women with multifetal Pregnancies”
	

	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.


	The abstract should be restructured to include; Background, Objective, Methods, Results and Conclusion.
This section should summaries key findings and statistical relevance (P. values, odd ratios, confident intervals).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is sound from a scientific standpoint. The discussion accurately interprets the results, and the approach is in line with accepted clinical research methods. But the following might make it stronger:

1. Justify sample size calculation ( e.g Power calculation if applicable etc)

2. Demonstrate how confounding factors were handled in the analysis (e.g. Anaemia, Maternal age, Hypertension etc.)

3. The rationale linking the specific serum proteins to haemorrhagic risk.

4. Singleton pregnancies should be used as control group compared with multifetal pregnancies.
5. Clarify the type of serum protein which is specifically measured from the participant blood samples (e.g., globulin, albumin, fibrinogen etc.) as well as the method used in analysing the proteins (e.g. electrophoresis, Biuret method with a Roche automated chemistry analyzer etc.)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript should be expanded to include reference in the following areas;
1. The role of serum biomarkers in obstetrics
2. Standard guidelines on PPH management and prediction

3. Maternal morbidity in multifetal pregnancies

Some suggested references; 

1. Say L, Chou D, Gemmill A, et al. Global causes of maternal death: a WHO systematic analysis. Lancet Glob Health. 2014.

2. World Health Organization. WHO Recommendations for the Prevention and Treatment of Postpartum Haemorrhage, 2017.
	

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


	In general, academic writing can be done in English. Clarity and flow would be enhanced by a few stylistic and grammatical corrections, especially in the introduction and discussion portions. Before submitting it in its final form, a little professional language editing might be beneficial.
Some common grammatical misrepresentation (errors) found in the manuscript;

1. "protein intake stage" should be corrected to read as "stage of increased protein demand"

2. “the study was done among the 100 pregnant women…” should be corrected to read as “the study was conducted among 100 pregnant women…”
	

	Optional/General comments


	To address study limitations like sample size, single-center design, or generalizability, include a limitation section in the manuscript; addressing the challenges in the work; e.g. 

1. Singleton pregnancies should be used as control group.

2. A single-center study with a small sample size. 

3. Causal inferences are limited by cross-sectional observational design. 

4. Dietary consumption was not evaluated; only serum proteins were used to estimate nutritional status.

Also consider adding graphical or visual figures to enhance the impact of the manuscript for publication. 

Nonetheless, the following must be included in order to satisfy publication standards:

1. Provide a comprehensive and organized abstract; 

2. Use a power calculation to support the sample size; 

3. Include multivariate analysis for robustness;

4. Clearly state methodologies, particularly for biochemical measurements; 

5. Add limitations and refine the discussion; and

6. Enhance language clarity and reference quality.
7. Citations: Some claims, including the one about IGF's function in multifetal pregnancy, are not supported by references. 
8.Causality vs correlation: The discussion frequently implies causality, which the observational design does not support (e.g., low serum proteins cause PPH). 
9. Subgroup analysis is missing: Did the strength of the association change between vaginal and caesarean deliveries?
No ethical violation exists. However, make sure that the methodology section contains a clear statement of the approving institutional review board's (IRB) name, ethical approval number, and informed consent procedures.
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