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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.


	1.This manuscript can contribute as a teaching tool in medical education.
2.This manuscript can help other clinicians to recognize rare cases of severe macrosomia even without proven associated factors.

3.This manuscript can help alert the medical community regarding updating skils and knowledge.

4.This manuscript can help in future research to the scientific committe.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is short,good part.
Spontaneous vaginal delivery can be added as per the case to be more clear from the title.
	

	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.


	Background last line: in ‘mother and baby’sounds more comprehensive than ‘mother as well as the baby’
Conclusion: “as it can happen” would be better than ‘when it happens unexpectedly’.
‘should have a great presence of mind’can be omitted or can be replaced with better terms like ‘should be updated with necessary skills and knowledge’ or any better term.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Moreover yes but with some corrections.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References of similar cases could have been taken.
	

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


	Corrections to be done regarding language in few places like
1.Abstract -conclusion: Instead of we-Service providers/clinicians would be better.

2.Better to mention same units either in grams/kilograms in the overall report.

3.Better to mention full form of abbreviations used for the first time in the  case report like LMP/EDD.
4.History of  per vaginal leaking rather than just leaking in history section,first paragraph.

5.4 cm cervical dilataion rather than just dilatation in history section .
6.Perineal tear  3a is standard, rather than 3A: case presentation -second paragraph-last line.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Superscript references numbers are to be placed after the full stop or comma,outside punctuation.
At least 2-3 photographs of the case would be much appreciated.
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