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	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.


	Well I really appreciate the authors who points out such an issue in this manuscript by cross linking two major maternal health issue that is severe preeclampsia and obesity. The study provides an valuable insights whether obesity corelates with the metabolic derangements in preeclamptic patients. It will compensate metabolic acidosis occurs irrespective of the obesity compelling that metabolic value of such disease itself may outrage the extra impact of obesity. The output of this manuscript will contribute to better value understanding of maternal fetal pathophysiology and may address future strategies for monitoring and optimizing clinical management in crtically ill pregnant patients.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Comparison of maternal-fetal acid-base metabolism in pregnant patients with severe preeclampsia without and with obesity”, is clear for now.
	

	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 generally clear and follows a logical structure (aim, study design, methods, results, conclusion), but it could be improved for comprehensiveness and clarity.  But it should mention the study population, and group distribution, Additionally the result contain numerous numerical values which may feel unwanted to the reader so if highlight the significant findings will be ok.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on a careful reading, the manuscript is scientifically correct overall, however there are many non significant findings which may dilute the key message of the article which is the main goal of the author. Additionally if the author could replace the with or without obesity as Normal BMI vs Obesity will be good as mentioned in the abstract. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Majority is from 2020 to 2024 but one of it is from 1996 which is fine because these are seminal works that remain important to the field.
	

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


	Phrases like “without and with obesity” could be simplified to “normal BMI vs. obesity” should be addressed. Also a few minor grammatical mistakes like “a hypertensive state that complicates pregnancy from week 20 onward”  could be phrased as “a hypertensive disorder of pregnancy occurring after 20 weeks. Also check for the tense as manuscript should always be in Past Tense.
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