

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	Medical Science: Recent Advances and Applications

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_6052

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A case of amniotic fluid embolism and its sequelae during COVID-19 pandemic: a success story

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter

	

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 manuscript provides valuable insight into the successful management of a rare and catastrophic obstetric emergency—amniotic fluid embolism (AFE)—complicated by disseminated intravascular coagulation (DIC) and multiorgan dysfunction syndrome (MODS). It highlights the importance of early recognition, prompt intervention, and a multidisciplinary team approach in improving outcomes in cases traditionally associated with high mortality and morbidity. The detailed clinical course and management strategies shared in this report can serve as a reference for clinicians facing similar emergencies, especially in resource-constrained or pandemic-affected settings. Furthermore, it contributes to the limited body of literature on AFE survivorship, reinforcing the possibility of favorable outcomes with timely, evidence-based interventions.
	

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

	Survival from Amniotic Fluid Embolism with DIC and MODS During the COVID-19 Pandemic: A Case Report
	

	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.

	1. Structure and Clarity: Current Abstract is presented in one long paragraph. For scientific clarity, a structured abstract with distinct components (e.g., Background, Case Presentation, Management, Outcome, Conclusion) would improve readability. But it is still optional. 
2. Additions Suggested: Include numerical/clinical details briefly: A quick mention of massive transfusion or duration of ICU stay (e.g., "received 42 units of blood products", "14-day ICU stay") helps convey the severity and resource intensity. Briefly highlight differential diagnoses considered and ruled out: This reinforces the clinical reasoning process.
3. Deletions or Refinements: Avoid subjective terms like "grim situation of near death" — replace with objective language like "life-threatening deterioration." "Success story" could be changed to "favorable outcome" to maintain professional tone.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes

	

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

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

	
Yes



	

	Optional/General comments

	

Nil

	









	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)

	







Reviewer details:
Vickneshwaran V, Mahatma Gandhi medical college and Research Institute, India

Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
