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	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 is an important contribution to the scientific community because it compiles up-to-date, evidence-based knowledge across the full spectrum of perinatal and neonatal care. By integrating current WHO, FIGO, ACOG, ISUOG, and FMF guidelines, it provides a standardized and comprehensive reference that can support clinicians, researchers, and students in improving maternal and neonatal outcomes. The detailed, multidisciplinary approach enhances understanding of both physiological and pathological processes, fostering more accurate diagnosis, timely interventions, and improved continuity of care. Moreover, the manuscript fills a critical gap by synthesizing complex, rapidly evolving scientific knowledge into an accessible educational resource that can strengthen training, clinical decision-making, and future research in perinatology.
	

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

	Yes 
If you want the title to be more academic or specific, you could consider the following:

Fundamentals of Perinatology for Students

Perinatology: A Comprehensive Guide for Students

Essentials of Perinatology and Neonatal Care
	

	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.

	No Abstract found in the document
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears scientifically accurate, up-to-date, and consistent with major international guidelines (WHO, FIGO, ACOG, RCOG, ISUOG, FMF, ADA, CDC).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are adequate, comprehensive, and up to date, with strong inclusion of 2023–2025 global guidelines and current evidence. They sufficiently support the content across obstetrics, perinatology, and neonatology.
A few optional additions (latest WHO newborn care guidance, RDS guidelines, AAP 2022 jaundice guideline) could further enhance completeness, but they are not essential.
	

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

	
The language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication.
A few paragraphs would be clearer if subdivided. Shorter, focused paragraphs, Clear thematic breaks and More consistent flow


	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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