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This is a very interesting case report on SLE in combination with severe 

preeclampsia-eclampsia. The case is indeed interesting and well presented, introduction 

and discussion are written appropriately giving clear messages.  The main issue with 

this case is actually the clinical management. It seems that there was a big delay on 

proper diagnosis and treatment of the severe preeclampsia which in the end became 

eclampsia and fetus demise was the outcome. Patient should have been delivered from 

the 2nd day according to the results presented. On the third day when eclampsia 

occurred why was MGSO4 not administered and why the patient didn’t have an 

immediate delivery? Also it is not clear when and why all these time consuming blood 

tests on antibodies took place actually. Authors should also add some information 

regarding follow up of the patient before admission and in addition some details about 

ultrasound findings on the fetus, percentile of growth, Doppler studies, and amniotic 

fluid. What do the authors mean as close monitoring of the patient and fetus? Add 

please some more details which can be useful for future reference, as despite the efforts 

there was a bad perinatal outcome.  English language is simple and easy to understand 

but some polishing is actually needed. 
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