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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 (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.


	The manuscript provides valuable information on oxidative biomarkers postpartum and their variances based on mode of delivery. This is insightful in developing care plans/protocols for women postpartum to ensure the health services provided are all-encompassing. The work also presents recent data that can be referenced as evidence in this area, which has a notable dearth of data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The topic is neither ambiguous nor unsuitable.
	

	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 comprehensive. However, the abstract lacks a clear problem statement that explains why the research was conducted. ‘The paucity of data or the impact of oxidative stress on pathologies in the body and the risk postpartum women face due to pathologies caused by oxidative stress’ can be cited as the problem statements.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. It follows a structured and standardised approach which can be replicated to get similar results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, although some citations are older than 10 years; this may be due to the limited number of studies available on the subject matter.
	

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


	The English used was clear and straightforward for scholarly communications. The manuscript was written in American English; however, a few punctuation adjustments can be made to improve the readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript was clear, coherent, concise, and easy to understand. It also provided insights into an area in maternal health that is somewhat grey in the scholarly world. The methodology and approach used for the study are scientific.
	


	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 detail)

The ethical approval reference code was omitted in the manuscript. It is essential to understand if the study was approved by the appropriate ethical review boards/committees.
 For the venous blood draw, there was no explicit mention of the cadre of personnel who performed the draw and whether they were the appropriate/qualified personnel to do so, even though the study was conducted in a health facility. This is important to note, primarily because of the sensitive nature of the respondents (women who were 24 hours postpartum, regardless of the pregnancy outcome) used in the study. 
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