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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 manuscript addresses an important clinical issue related to pregnancy-induced hypertension and its impact on fetal outcomes. The use of umbilical artery Doppler parameters provides valuable insight into fetal well-being and can assist in early identification of high-risk pregnancies. The study contributes to the existing body of knowledge, particularly in resource-limited settings, where such diagnostic tools can improve maternal and neonatal outcomes. Therefore, the topic is relevant and has potential significance for both clinicians and researchers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is not fully appropriate and requires revision for clarity and accuracy.

Suggested title:
“Association of Umbilical Artery Doppler Parameters with Fetal Outcomes in Pregnancy-Induced Hypertension”

	

	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 not comprehensive and requires significant improvement. It lacks a clear structure and does not adequately summarize the study. The authors should revise the abstract to include the following components: background, objective, methods, results, and conclusion. The key findings and statistical results should be clearly presented, and unnecessary or repetitive information should be removed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The references are generally relevant but not consistently formatted. Some references appear outdated, and the authors are encouraged to include more recent studies to strengthen the manuscript. Proper citation style should also be maintained throughout.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant but not consistently formatted. Some references appear outdated, and the authors are encouraged to include more recent studies to strengthen the manuscript. Proper citation style should also be maintained throughout.
	

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


	The language quality is not suitable for scholarly publication in its current form. The manuscript contains multiple grammatical errors, unclear sentence structures, and inconsistent terminology. Professional English editing is strongly recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has potential but requires major revision. The authors should improve the clarity of writing, provide detailed methodological information, and strengthen the discussion by comparing findings with existing literature. Proper structuring of the manuscript and adherence to academic writing standards will significantly enhance its quality.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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