

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	A PROSPECTIVE STUDY OF ROLE OF UTERINE ARTERY DOPPLER & LOW DOSE ASPIRIN INTERVENTION ON FETOMATERNAL OUTCOME IN LOW RISK PREGNANT WOMEN

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_5437

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A PROSPECTIVE STUDY OF ROLE OF UTERINE ARTERY DOPPLER & LOW DOSE ASPIRIN INTERVENTION ON FETOMATERNAL OUTCOME IN LOW RISK PREGNANT WOMEN

	Type of the Article
	Complete Book




	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 article is an important resource for the scientific community as it contributes to the existing literature in the relevant field. The topic discussed has been selected in line with current developments and research needs and aims to fill the gaps in the literature. The findings obtained both contribute to the theoretical knowledge and can guide applied studies. In addition, the methodological approach of the research includes innovative elements that can serve as an example for similar studies.
	

	
Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
It is suitable
	

	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.

	
It is suitable
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
The article contains many spelling errors. It should be reviewed carefully.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
It is suitable
	

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

	
It is suitable



	

	Optional/General comments

	
The study was written as if it were a project format, not a journal submission format. There are many spelling errors. The writing of the article should be reviewed more carefully. 
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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