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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 contributes valuable insight into the diagnostic and management challenges of periviable PPROM complicated by subclinical chorioamnionitis—a clinical scenario with limited contemporary evidence to guide practice. By documenting the subtle progression of infection and correlating it with maternal–fetal outcomes, it highlights critical gaps in early diagnostic markers and decision-making thresholds. The case underscores the need for enhanced predictive tools and evidence-based counselling frameworks to balance maternal safety with fetal viability in periviable gestations. Overall, it enriches the scientific community’s understanding of this rare but high-risk condition and supports ongoing refinement of guidelines for optimal maternal–fetal care.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES- Title is suitable, accurate, and aligned with 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.


	Abstract is already strong, but adopting the above suggestions will make it more complete, clearer, and more aligned with journal expectations.
1.Add a brief background sentence
Add 1–2 lines explaining why periviable PPROM is clinically important before starting the case details.

2. Replace unclear phrases
Replace “adverse fetal outcome” with a more precise term such as “intrauterine fetal demise” to improve scientific clarity.

3. Add one quantitative detail
Consider adding one relevant clinical parameter (e.g., AFI at admission, or initial WBC/CRP value) to strengthen the diagnostic reasoning.

4. Highlight the significance of subclinical infection
Add one line emphasizing the diagnostic challenge of subclinical chorioamnionitis.

5. Clarify management sequence
Specify clearly that the patient received:

· antibiotics

· antenatal corticosteroids

· close monitoring
This gives a better picture of clinical course.

6. Improve flow by merging repetitive ideas
Avoid repeating terms like “conservative management” or “subclinical infection” more than once.

7. Add a brief implication sentence
Include a line describing how this case adds value to existing knowledge or highlights clinical challenges.

8. Check for language tightening
Shorten phrases like “complex clinical course” to “complex course” for better readability.

9. Avoid non-essential details
Avoid mentioning “no gross abnormalities seen” in the abstract unless it directly supports the conclusion.

10. End with a stronger concluding statement
Conclude with a clear summary:
The case emphasizes early identification of subclinical chorioamnionitis and the importance of individualized decision-making in periviable PPROM.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes — the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes — your references are largely sufficient and up-to-date.
Identified Gaps
A few areas could benefit from additional high-quality, recent references:

1. Recent neonatal outcome data in periviable PPROM
Your discussion cites older foundational studies (e.g., 1993 Kilbride et al.).
This is acceptable, but newer 2018–2024 neonatal survival studies will strengthen credibility.

2. Updated biomarkers for subclinical chorioamnionitis
You cite presepsin (Çakar et al., 2016), but more recent biomarker research is available.

3. GBS colonization & PPROM
You cite 2018 Patras & Nizet, which is strong, but additional 2020–2024 data exist.

Subclinical Chorioamnionitis – Modern Biomarkers
4. Duarte-Garcia, M. et al., 2022.
Interleukin-6 and CRP trends in predicting histologic chorioamnionitis in PPROM.
American Journal of Reproductive Immunology.
→ Useful for supporting IL-6/WBC/CRP discussion.

5. Zhang Q et al., 2023.
Diagnostic accuracy of inflammatory biomarkers for subclinical chorioamnionitis: A meta-analysis.
Placenta, 2023.
→ A strong meta-analysis for predictive markers.


	

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


	Language is acceptable for submission,
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-written, clinically relevant, and highlights an important complication of periviable PPROM. The case is presented clearly with appropriate investigations, discussion, and references. Minor language polishing and formatting adjustments may enhance clarity, but overall the work is informative and valuable.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No major ethical issues detected.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are identified
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism
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