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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.


	The proposal is to analyze another explanatory line regarding the development of preeclampsia, with the goal of identifying other targets that contribute to the selection of therapies with effective results. The suggested analysis favors the compilation of evidence-based medicine with studies conducted in the clinic's own practice so that the results can be disseminated and consulted by medical personnel and other healthcare professionals to make safe and scientifically informed decisions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Since the results are from the clinic itself, the phrase "an analysis from the" could be added, since the title makes it appear to be a descriptive systematic review, that is, only theoretical when in reality the results were evaluated. The title could read as follows: “Maternal and fetal acid-base metabolism in severe preeclampsia. An analysis from the experience of a single specialized center in Mexico City”.
	

	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 presented work is described in general terms. The objective could be improved to: determine therapeutic strategies for the management of severe preeclampsia associated with maternal-fetal acid-base metabolism. The results are presented, but the methodological elements used in the selection, evaluation, or validation of the reviewed studies, as well as the type and number of studies conducted, are not described. The abstract indicates clinical trials. Were they really clinical trials? Or were they merely analytical cross-sectional?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it's a good study. The analysis performed from a metabolic perspective for addressing preeclampsia is very interesting. However, they should detail elements such as patient selection criteria, the conditions under which blood samples were taken, and gynecological history. In the results, the sources should be appropriately stated, even if they are results obtained from the hospital where you work, since it is mentioned that these are published studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the cited references are current; it appears that the reference system is APA, so the "&" is missing before indicating the last author, as appropriate.
	

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


	It is correct and understandable, allowing for fluent reading.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses a clinically highly relevant topic. Severe preeclampsia remains one of the leading causes of maternal and perinatal morbidity and mortality worldwide. Evaluating maternal and fetal acid-base metabolism provides insight into pathophysiological mechanisms and therapeutic alternatives. The experience reported from a highly specialized center in Mexico City provides valuable data from a middle-income country context, complementing the international literature.

In the conclusion, you can highlight findings that would be essential or alarming data to focus on an effective treatment.
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