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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 study contributes valuable data on the predictive role of the cerebroplacental ratio (CPR) in pregnancies complicated by gestational hypertension, particularly in a Nigerian and sub-Saharan African context where such data are limited. It provides insight into the utility and limitations of Doppler indices in mild and severe gestational hypertension. The findings may help clinicians better stratify risk and guide fetal surveillance in resource-limited settings. Additionally, the study adds to the global literature by highlighting population-specific outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the study objectives and design.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured.

Suggestions:
· Correct minor typographical errors (e.g., “Thee study” → “The study”).

· Clearly state the study design (prospective longitudinal) in the first sentence.

· Briefly mention the main limitation (small number of severe cases).

· Clarify that most participants had mild gestational hypertension.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology, data collection, and statistical analysis. The use of matched controls, standardized Doppler measurements, and ROC analysis is appropriate. Ethical approval and informed consent are clearly documented. However, the low proportion of severe cases may limit the generalizability of conclusions regarding severe gestational hypertension.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and relevant. They include both classical and recent studies.

Suggestions:
· Add more recent systematic reviews or guidelines (2022–2025) on Doppler surveillance in hypertensive pregnancies.

· Ensure uniform citation style.

· Verify all DOI links and URLs.


	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, and inconsistent formatting.

Recommendation:
Professional language editing is advised before publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically sound and relevant but requires minor revisions related to language, formatting, and clarification of limitations.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues were identified. Ethical approval and informed consent were clearly stated.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interests were declared, and none are apparent.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No obvious evidence of plagiarism was detected. The manuscript appears to be original.
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