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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative 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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	General Comments:

   The study addresses an important area-alternative therapies for preeclampsia-using Phoenix dactylifera

(date fruit). The biochemical analysis and in vivo model are relevant and add value to natural product

research in maternal health.
2. Organization and Clarity:

   The manuscript is overall well-structured but would benefit from improved clarity in experimental design,

figure presentation, and some grammar/language polishing.
Scientific Comments:

3. Control of Confounding Factors:

   - The authors mention using both male and female rats in the cages, but it is unclear whether the male rats

remained during the treatment. This could influence stress levels or outcomes. Please clarify.

   - The variability in group sizes and animal sex ratios should be better justified or standardized.
4. Statistical Analysis:

   - Only ANOVA is mentioned; were post hoc tests performed? If so, specify which (e.g., Tukey's,

Bonferroni).

   - n=4 per group may be underpowered for detecting subtle biochemical changes, especially in complex

parameters like lipid profile and hematology.
5. Figures and Tables:

   - The manuscript refers to Figures (e.g., Figures 1A, 2, etc.) but does not embed or clearly describe them in

the results section. Ensure all figures are properly labeled and referenced.

   - Some tables lack clear legends. Please add concise figure/table legends describing treatment groups and

main findings.
6. Extract Characterization:

   - Only basic phytochemical screening is reported. If available, HPLC or GC-MS data could enhance the

characterization of Phoenix dactylifera extract.

   - Reference ranges or comparison to literature values for each phytochemical would strengthen

interpretation.
7. Mechanistic Insight:

   - While the study shows reversal of biochemical effects, it lacks mechanistic discussion (e.g., how

flavonoids or saponins in Phoenix dactylifera might affect the NO pathway, oxidative stress, or inflammatory

cytokines).

   - Consider adding a schematic of the hypothesized protective mechanism in preeclampsia.
Minor/Editorial Comments:

8. Grammar and Language:

   - Numerous grammatical errors and typos throughout (e.g., "live pulps" should be "live pups";

"preeclampsia was confirmed on day 15 based on urine protein levels and blood pressure measurement" specify

method for BP measurement).

  - Consider professional English editing.
9. References:

   - Some references are outdated or not fully formatted (e.g., citation styles vary). Ensure consistency and update recent references (past 5 years) where applicable.
10. Ethical Statement:

   - Good to see that ethical approval is mentioned. Please include the date of approval and brief mention of humane endpoints if any.
Conclusion:

This is a promising and relevant study exploring the use of Phoenix dactylifera in a rat model of

preeclampsia. With clearer figure/table presentation, better statistical description, and minor editing, the manuscript can be significantly improved and considered for publication.
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