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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.


	While the manuscript presents a well-documented case of vaginal delivery of an extremely macrosomic baby, its contribution to the scientific community is limited. The management technique described—posterior arm extraction after failed McRoberts maneuver—has been long established in obstetric practice. Therefore, the work mainly serves as a confirmatory case rather than offering new insights into the management or pathophysiology of macrosomia. Its educational value lies in clinical reinforcement rather than scientific advancement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Vaginal Delivery of an Extremely Macrosomic Baby: A Case Report” is clear and accurately reflects the content. However, if a revision is desired, a slightly more specific title could be:
“Successful Vaginal Delivery of a 5.9 kg Non-Diabetic Macrosomic Baby: A Case Report.”
	

	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 concise and well-structured but somewhat descriptive. It could be improved by briefly mentioning the absence of typical maternal risk factors and the clinical significance of managing shoulder dystocia through posterior arm extraction. This would make the abstract more informative and highlight why the case is worth reporting.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of clinical detail, diagnosis, and management description. The interpretation of macrosomia could benefit from a brief comparison with current obstetric statistics or literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and recent (mostly from 2020–2024). Including one or two additional references discussing non-diabetic macrosomia or ultrasound limitations in predicting fetal weight would strengthen the literature context.
	

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


	The English is clear and readable for scholarly publication, though minor grammatical corrections and stylistic refinements are recommended (e.g., avoid repetition and improve sentence flow in the Discussion).
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is suitable for publication as an educational case report. Minor editorial and structural improvements would enhance clarity and impact.
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