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	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 provides valuable insights into the clinical characteristics and outcomes of obstetric patients admitted to the Intensive Care Unit (ICU), highlighting significant challenges and management strategies in a tertiary care setting in North India. By presenting data on admission rates, causes of critical illness, and the effectiveness of multidisciplinary approaches, it underscores the necessity for improved antenatal care and timely intervention in high-risk cases. Additionally, the findings contribute to the existing body of literature by illustrating the unique complexities associated with obstetric critical care, ultimately guiding future research and clinical practice aimed at reducing morbidity and mortality in this vulnerable population.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article, "Clinical Characteristics and Outcomes of Obstetric Patients Admitted in Intensive Care Unit in a Tertiary Care Centre in North India— A Retrospective Study," is suitable. It clearly conveys the focus of the study—specifically, the clinical profile and outcomes of obstetric patients in an ICU setting. Additionally, it specifies the study design (retrospective) and the geographic context (North India), making it informative for potential readers in the scientific community.
	

	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 of the article is generally comprehensive, covering key elements such as background, aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, it could benefit from a few enhancements:

1. Specificity in Results**: Including specific numerical data on complications or admissions could provide a clearer picture of the findings.

2. Clarification of Methodology**: Briefly mentioning the statistical methods used for analysis would enhance understanding of the research rigor.

3. Implications**: Adding a sentence on the implications of the findings for clinical practice or policy could strengthen the conclusion.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, presenting a well-structured retrospective study on obstetric patients admitted to the ICU. It includes an appropriate background, clearly defined aims, and a methodology that aligns with its objectives. The results are consistently reported, and the discussion contextualizes findings within existing literature. However, the study's limitations, such as the absence of scoring systems for predicting outcomes and the focus on a specific population, are acknowledged, which is essential for scientific rigor. Overall, the manuscript contributes valuable data to the field of obstetric critical care.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally sufficient, covering relevant studies that provide context for the findings. However, many references date back several years, with some from as early as 2012. Including more recent studies, particularly from the last 3-5 years, could strengthen the manuscript's relevance and reflect the latest advancements in obstetric critical care.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The text is clear, with appropriate scientific terminology, and effectively conveys the study's objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. However, there are minor grammatical errors and awkward phrasings that could be refined for improved clarity and professionalism. Overall, with some editing for grammar and style, the manuscript could meet the standards expected in academic publishing.
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