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	PART  1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.
	The review is valuable to clinicians and laboratory professionals as it clearly explains how biochemical testing supports diagnosis and management of key pregnancy and neonatal conditions. It emphasizes the importance of trimester-specific reference intervals, which are often overlooked in practice. The inclusion of neonatal screening and emerging biomarkers adds further relevance to maternal and child health.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 comprehensive and well written. Minor shortening may improve readability, but no major changes are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and consistent with current evidence and guidelines.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate, relevant, and mostly recent. Minor consistency checks may be needed.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and English quality are appropriate for scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The conclusion section is relatively long and partly reiterates details already discussed in earlier sections. The authors are encouraged to shorten the conclusion and focus on key take-home messages, clinical implications, and future directions.

Some references appear to be duplicated or have inconsistent publication years. The reference list should be carefully reviewed to remove duplicates and ensure accuracy of publication dates.

The abstract is informative but dense. Minor condensation would improve readability and adherence to journal word limits.

Please ensure consistency in the use of measurement units and abbreviations throughout the manuscript.

1. The language is generally clear; however, minor grammatical and stylistic edits would further improve flow and readability.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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