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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.


	This manuscript is really important for the scientific community because it sheds light on the clinical characteristics and outcomes of obstetric patients who need intensive care in a tertiary care setting. The data it provides is crucial for pinpointing risk factors, guiding early interventions, and enhancing maternal health policies, especially in resource-limited areas. By showcasing trends in morbidity and mortality, the study helps to bolster evidence-based practices and improve ICU management for obstetric patients. Plus, it contributes to the global conversation on maternal health by offering region-specific insights that can shape local healthcare strategies and inform international research comparisons.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Clinical Characteristics and Outcomes of Obstetric Patients Admitted in Intensive Care Unit in a Tertiary Care Centre in North India A Retrospective Study,” is informative and clear, but it’s a bit lengthy and could be made more concise for better readability and impact. An effective title should strike a balance between being specific and succinct, while also emphasizing the study's design and context.

Below are a few alternative suggestions:

“Clinical Profile and Outcomes of Obstetric ICU Admissions in a North Indian Tertiary Care Centre: A Retrospective Study”

“Obstetric Patients in Intensive Care: Clinical Characteristics and Outcomes from a Tertiary Centre in North India”

“Maternal ICU Admissions in North India: Retrospective Analysis of Clinical Features and Outcomes”
	

	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 well-organized and clear, but a few refinements could enhance its comprehensiveness and better align it with standard scientific writing norms. Below is a refined version:

Background: Obstetric ICU admissions come with unique challenges due to changes in maternal physiology, fetal health, and the potential for rapid complications.

Aim: This study aims to assess the clinical profiles and outcomes of obstetric patients who were admitted to intensive care.

Methodology: We conducted a retrospective observational study at St Stephen’s Hospital in New Delhi, covering the period from January 2022 to December 2023.

Results: Out of 2010 deliveries, 37 patients (1.84%) required ICU admission, mainly due to hemorrhage and hemodynamic instability. A significant portion were unbooked (72.9%), and over half (54.05%) were referrals. Nearly 80% of these patients recovered, while the mortality rate stood at 8%.

Conclusion: To reduce maternal morbidity and mortality, it’s crucial to enhance antenatal care, promptly identify risk factors, and implement a multidisciplinary approach in ICU management.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Taking a look at the abstract and the details shared, it seems like the manuscript is solid from a scientific standpoint, especially regarding its structure, methodology, and how the findings are reported. The retrospective design fits well for evaluating ICU admissions, and the data like incidence, causes, referral status, recovery, and mortality rates are presented clearly. The conclusions drawn make sense based on the results, highlighting the importance of antenatal care, prompt management, and a team approach. That said, to really nail down the scientific rigor, the manuscript should clarify details about patient demographics, the interventions used, and the statistical methods employed. All in all, this study is scientifically sound and adds valuable insights to the field of maternal critical care research.
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	Yes, the English language quality of this article is suitable for scholarly communications
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	With those little adjustments I have made above, the manuscript could be ready for publication
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No any ethical issues detected
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