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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Comments to the Author General Comments: The authors have reviewed the definition, screening, 

management of preeclampsia. These findings will be of interest to clinicians and researchers involved 

in preeclampsia. My evaluation is that the paper is publishable with minor revisions but with more 

substantial language revisions.  1. Page 3, line 3 from the bottom, “after 2 gestational weeks” should 

be “after 20…”. 2. Page 4, line 4 and many other places, “NHBEPEP” should be “NHBPEP”. 3. Page 5, 

line 11 from the bottom, the authors should rewrite the definition of gestational hypertension and 

preeclampsia, respectively. 4. Page 6, line 2 and many other places, the authors should uniform 

“preeclamptic” or “pre-eclamptic”. 5. Page 6, line 7, “SBP ≥110 mmHg” should be “170”. 6. Page 7, 

line 9, the sensitivity “22%” is discrepant from the result in table 1 “27%”. 7. Page 8, line 11 from the 

bottom, the authors should change to “placental protein 13 (PP-13)” and subsequently, “pregnancy 

associated plasma protein-A (PAPP-A)”. 8. Page 10, line 5, and Page 15, line 3 from the bottom, 

“intrauterine growth retardation (IUGR)” should be “fetal growth restriction”. 9. Page 14, line 5, were 

these polymorphisms about VEGF gene? The authors should describe it. 10. Page 18, line 12, 

“Lavine” should be “Levine”. 11. The reference 1. The title seems inappropriate. The authors should 

check it. 12. The reference 2. “CMAE” should be “CMACE”.  Furthermore, there are some 

grammatical and typographical errors throughout the manuscript and reference list which would 

benefit from a re-read by someone with a better command of English. 


