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	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.


	This review provides a concise and clinically relevant overview of the role of uric acid in severe preeclampsia. It is particularly useful for clinicians managing high-risk pregnancies, especially in resource-limited settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, focused, and accurately reflects the scope and content of the review article. No modification is necessary.
	

	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 structured and adequately summarizes the background, scope, and conclusions of the review. A brief statement highlighting clinical implications may further strengthen it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and presents an accurate discussion of uric acid metabolism and its association with severe preeclampsia. Interpretations are balanced and supported by relevant literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are appropriate, sufficient, and include recent studies relevant to the topic. The literature coverage adequately supports the review objectives.
	

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


	The language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical edits may improve flow but are not essential.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized and clinically meaningful. Minor revisions are suggested to enhance clarity and presentation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical concerns are identified, as this is a narrative review based on published literature.
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