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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.
	This manuscript presents a comprehensive and valuable synthesis of original research conducted at a single high-specialty center in Mexico City, compared and contextualized with international literature. The topic is clinically important, as acid-base disturbances in severe preeclampsia (SP) remain understudied and are crucial for guiding management strategies. The article is rich in clinical data and offers a nuanced discussion of fluid therapy and its controversies in SP. The depth and consistency of local data make this a
noteworthy contribution.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Current Title: “Maternal and fetal acid-base metabolism in severe preeclampsia. Experience from a single center of high specialty in Mexico City.”
Assessment: The title is informative but slightly long and geographically restrictive, which may limit international readership.
Suggested Alternative Titles:
“Maternal and Fetal Acid-Base Alterations in Severe Preeclampsia: Evidence from a High-Specialty Center”
“Acid-Base Metabolism in Severe Preeclampsia: Maternal and Fetal Perspectives from Clinical Experience”
“Maternal and Fetal Acid-Base Disturbances in Severe Preeclampsia: A Single-Center Clinical Study”
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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.
	· Assessment: The abstract is comprehensive and reflects the main body well, but it is dense and overly detailed. For international scholarly communication, clarity and brevity are important.
· · Suggestions:·
Keep the abstract within structured format (Background, Methods, Results, Conclusion).
Delete overly detailed diagnostic criteria from the abstract (these can remain in the introduction).
Add a limitations statement in one sentence (e.g., “Findings are limited to a single-center observational study”).
Strengthen the take-home message: highlight maternal compensated metabolic acidosis and the possible benefit of rational fluid therapy.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript is scientifically correct. Data presentation is clear, interpretations are consistent with observed results, and comparisons with external literature are accurate.
· · The conclusions are cautious and do not overstate findings.·
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Assessment: References are generally sufficient and include both classical and recent works up to 2024.
· · Suggestions for addition:·
More recent studies on endothelial dysfunction and glycocalyx injury in preeclampsia (post-2020-2025). Contemporary reviews on maternal hemodynamics and fluid management in preeclampsia (e.g., American Journal of Obstetrics & Gynecology reviews, 2021–2025).
Neonatal acid-base physiology reviews could complement the discussion (e.g., recent Neonatology journal articles).
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	· The English is suitable for scholarly communication, but the style sometimes reflects direct translation from Spanish, with long and complex sentences.
· · Suggestion: Shorten sentences and simplify phrasing in the abstract, discussion, and conclusion.
· 
	

	[bookmark: Optional/General_comments]Optional/General comments
	Condense and streamline abstract.
Reframe the title for broader international readership. Add a brief limitations note.
Update references with a few very recent (2021–2024) works on glycocalyx and fluid therapy in preeclampsia.
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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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