Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Pregnancy and Childbirth

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJPCB_151667

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Epidemiology of Maternal Outcomes in Hypertensive Disorders of Pregnancy: Evidence from Primary Health Centres in Rivers State, Nigeria

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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.


	From a reviewer’s perspective, this manuscript is important to the scientific community because it addresses a critical evidence gap on hypertensive disorders of pregnancy at the primary health care level, where most women in low- and middle-income countries first seek care. The study provides methodologically robust, context-specific data that highlight how health-system factors—such as antenatal booking, referral delays, and access to magnesium sulphate—substantially influence maternal outcomes beyond clinical severity alone. By demonstrating good model calibration and discrimination using routine PHC records, the work shows the feasibility of applying epidemiological and predictive approaches in resource-constrained settings. Overall, the findings have clear implications for policy, service delivery, and future research, particularly for strengthening primary-level maternal care and referral systems to reduce preventable maternal morbidity and mortality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the focus, study population, and setting of the demonstrates.
	

	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 generally comprehensive, well structured, and clearly written, covering the background, methods, key results, and conclusions in an appropriate manner. It effectively communicates the study aim, analytical approach, and main findings.

However, a few minor improvements are suggested to enhance clarity and completeness. The authors may consider briefly stating the overall prevalence of poor maternal outcomes in the Results section of the abstract to provide immediate context for the predictors reported. In addition, clarifying that the study was retrospective and PHC-based in the Methods sentence would further strengthen transparency. No major deletions are required, as all included elements are relevant and appropriately concise.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically correct. The study design is appropriate for the stated objectives, the sample size is adequately justified, and the statistical analyses are correctly applied with appropriate reporting of model diagnostics. The definitions of key variables and outcomes are clinically relevant, and the results are internally consistent and supported by the data presented.

While the study’s retrospective and cross-sectional nature limits causal inference, this limitation is appropriately acknowledged and does not undermine the scientific validity of the findings. Overall, the manuscript meets acceptable scientific standards, with only minor clarifications and refinements needed rather than fundamental methodological corrections.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list appears sufficient in scope and includes many relevant foundational and regional sources that support the study’s background, methodology, and interpretation. However, the recency of references could be strengthened, particularly with respect to the latest global guidance and recent epidemiological studies on hypertensive disorders of pregnancy and maternal outcomes in low- and middle-income settings.

Suggestions for additional references (to improve recency and context):

1. Recent WHO guidance and systematic reviews on hypertensive disorders in pregnancy and management in low-resource settings (2020–2024).

· Example: WHO recommendations on antenatal care for a positive pregnancy experience (recent updates).

2. Recent cohort studies or systematic reviews published within the last 5 years that report predictors of maternal outcomes in hypertensive disorders, especially from sub-Saharan Africa or similar contexts.

· This would help place your findings more firmly within the context of current evidence.

3. Recent data on primary health care performance and referral systems relating to maternal health in Nigeria/West Africa to support health-systems interpretations.

These additions would help ensure the manuscript is up-to-date and situated within the most current scientific discourse. No specific deletions are necessary unless future reviewers identify outdated or redundant sources.


	

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


	The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are appropriate for scholarly communication. The writing is generally clear, coherent, and professional, with correct use of technical and scientific terminology. The arguments are logically presented, and the manuscript is easy to follow.
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