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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	This manuscript is important to the scientific community because it provides locally generated evidence on the burden and outcomes of preeclampsia in a Nigerian tertiary hospital setting, a region disproportionately affected by maternal and perinatal morbidity and mortality. It highlights modifiable risk factors and underscores the need for early diagnosis, timely referral, and improved antenatal and neonatal care services in low-resource environments. By comparing preeclamptic women with normotensive controls, the study adds to the global body of evidence on maternal and perinatal outcomes while offering context-specific insights that can guide health policy, resource allocation, and clinical practice in sub-Saharan Africa.
Ultimately, the findings can serve as a foundation for targeted interventions and future multicenter research aimed at reducing preeclampsia-related complications and deaths.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	· Current title: “Preeclampsia: Trends in Tertiary Hospital in Lagos, Nigeria”

· Comment: The title is somewhat unclear. It does not reflect the case-control design, nor emphasize the maternal and perinatal outcomes studied.

· Suggested alternative title:

· “Maternal and Perinatal Outcomes of Preeclampsia: A Case-Control Study at a Tertiary Hospital in Lagos, Nigeria”
· This would better communicate the scope, methodology, and focus of the research.
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	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.
	· Strengths: The abstract highlights the aim, methodology, key results, and conclusion. The findings are clear and clinically relevant.
· Weaknesses:
· The methods section is too brief—should mention case-control design, inclusion/exclusion criteria, and setting (LASUTH, Lagos).
· The results section is strong but should state sample size explicitly (n=50, 25 per group).
· The conclusion could briefly mention recommendations (screening, early antenatal care, referral).
· Suggestion: Expand the methodology and mention the study design, sample size, and timeframe. Add a sentence on the implications for public health and policy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript is scientifically sound. The design (cross-sectional case-control), definitions of preeclampsia, and statistical methods are appropriate.
· Results are consistent with previous literature.

· The limitation of small sample size is acknowledged, though not emphasized enough.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References are included but not systematically presented in the text (many appear without consistent superscript or format).

· Several references are slightly dated. For a stronger paper, inclusion of recent global and Nigerian studies (2020–2024) on preeclampsia outcomes is advised.

· Suggested additional references:

· WHO 2021–2023 maternal mortality updates.
· Recent Nigerian tertiary hospital studies on hypertensive disorders in pregnancy (PubMed indexed).
· Systematic reviews/meta-analyses on preeclampsia and neonatal outcomes (2020– 2023).
	



	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	· The English is understandable but requires polishing for clarity, grammar, and flow.

· Repetitions (e.g., “preeclampsia significantly worsens maternal and fetal outcomes”) can be trimmed.

· Minor grammatical corrections are needed (“oral and written consent was obtained” instead of “gave oral and written consent to participate”).

· Overall, suitable for scholarly communication after minor language editing.
	

	Optional/General comments
	· Strengths:

· Important topic with high local and global relevance.
· Clear presentation of results with tables and figures.

· Limitations:

· Small sample size, limiting generalizability.
· Single-center study, which should be acknowledged in the discussion.
· References not fully updated.
· Abstract could be more structured.

· Importance for the scientific community:

· This manuscript provides valuable data from Nigeria, where maternal mortality from preeclampsia is high.
· The study contributes evidence for improving antenatal screening, referral practices, and neonatal support services.
· It highlights modifiable risk factors (e.g., lack of antenatal care, paternal age) that could inform prevention strategies.
· It underscores the urgent need for strengthening maternal and neonatal services in low- resource settings.
· Recommendation: Minor Revision
· Strengthen the title and abstract.
· Update references with recent literature.
· Improve English expression/flow.
· Add limitations explicitly in the discussion.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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