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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 case report describes a rare and highly fatal infection, Clostridium septicum sepsis during pregnancy, with maternal survival. Only two such cases have previously been documented worldwide. Reporting this third case adds valuable knowledge to the literature by highlighting early recognition, timely empirical antibiotics, aggressive multidisciplinary management, and intensive care support as crucial for survival. The manuscript is important for obstetricians, infectious disease specialists, and critical care teams as it provides insights into a rare but life-threatening clinical condition.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	  Yes, the title is concise, informative, and reflects the rarity and significance of the case.

  Alternative (optional): “Maternal Survival Following Clostridium septicum Sepsis in Pregnancy: Third Documented Case Worldwide. This is just a suggestion if you feel like it is more appropriate then you can use this.
	

	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 is well-structured and includes aims, case presentation, discussion, and conclusion. But there are some suggestions which can improve the quality further
· Avoid excessive detail on antibiotic names/dosages in the abstract.

· Emphasize survival without hysterectomy, which distinguishes this case from previous reports.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. Case details are comprehensive, investigations and interventions are logically presented, and discussion is well-supported by the literature.

Minor point for revision: Laboratory values should be reported consistently with units and normal reference ranges for clarity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are appropriate, relevant, and cite landmark and recent studies (2012, 2014, etc.).


	

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


	 Generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. Some minor grammatical errors and tense inconsistencies (e.g., “was protective factor” → “was a protective factor”) should be corrected. Recommended light professional English editing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	 This is a well-prepared and valuable case report.

 Figures (CT and Gram stain images) are relevant but should be provided in higher resolution for publication.

 A short “Learning Points” or “Clinical Lessons” box at the end may enhance educational value.
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