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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 study addresses an important public health and obstetric issue in low-resource settings by investigating the relationship between trace element status and preeclampsia. Research on micronutrient deficiencies in pregnancy is highly relevant, particularly in sub-Saharan Africa where nutritional deficiencies remain common. The prospective design and laboratory assessment of multiple trace elements provide potentially valuable epidemiological data. If methodological and reporting issues are addressed, the manuscript could contribute useful evidence to maternal nutrition and hypertensive disorders research.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title reflects the topic but should be more concise and scientific.

“Trace Element Status and Risk of Preeclampsia in Pregnant Women in Kisangani, Democratic Republic of the Congo: A Prospective Cohort Study”

	

	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 presents the objective, design, and results, but requires improvement:
· The reported incidence of preeclampsia (46.8%) appears extremely high and needs explanation.

· The exposure definition (“low trace elements status”) is unclear.

· The statistical model used to calculate RR is not described.

· Confidence intervals and effect sizes should be consistently formatted.

· Language editing is required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses a relevant research question and employs a prospective design with laboratory measurements, which are appropriate for investigating the relationship between trace element status and preeclampsia. However, several scientific concerns limit the robustness of the conclusions. The reported incidence of preeclampsia is unusually high and requires clarification of diagnostic criteria and sampling procedures. The definition of “low trace element status” is methodologically weak because it combines multiple micronutrients into a single exposure, which may inflate associations and obscure element-specific effects. In addition, the statistical approach needs clearer description, including correct interpretation of effect measures, adjustment for key confounders, and handling of missing data. Therefore, while the study has a sound general framework, important methodological and analytical issues must be resolved before the findings can be considered scientifically reliable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites relevant literature but:

· Many references are outdated (>15 years old)

· Citation style inconsistent

· Several URLs incomplete

· Recent systematic reviews on micronutrients and preeclampsia should be added


	

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


	The manuscript requires major English editing.
Common issues:

· Grammar errors

· Mixed terminology

· Non-standard scientific phrasing

· Repetition

· Inconsistent units formatting

Professional language editing is strongly recommended.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

NO
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