Dear Reviewer,

Thank you very much for investing your time in looking into our Manuscript. Your comments are really valuable. They help a lot in improving the quality of the paper more. Thank you again for your opinion on the topic, as you said these conditions are still problems though there are studies in different parts of the world, and the most important thing in Ethiopia is, it was just only a year since magnesium sulphate was introduced and used routinely in hospitals while conducting the study. So the study helped to compare the new regimen with the previous standard regimen.

 We just made amendments accordingly. We tried to show you below how we did based on your comments. We put your comments under three main areas Discussion, Limitation, and other minor & grammatical comments.
‘’ In general the manuscript is well written but the following minor revisions
are recommended:

1. The discussion section of the paper appears to be too lengthy: it is
proposed that the authors make efforts to shorten this section as well as
make the discussion section more focused.

We decided to remove the following paragraph from the discussion part as it’s almost a repetition Because all the information is found in the Methodology part.
The current study has attempted to compare the maternal outcomes of magnesium sulphate use with diazepam in terms of seizure prevention, maternal death, occurrence of maternal morbidities, maternal admission to ICU, and duration of stay in the hospital. It was observed that introduction of magnesium sulphate demonstrated better maternal outcomes in terms of reduction of progression to eclampsia among pre-eclamptic mothers and recurrence of seizures in eclamptic mothers. The study has also tried to identify the common side effects associated with magnesium sulphate therapy in our set up.
2. It will be helpful if the authors identify any study limitations and
potentials for future research

We decided to include as one subtopic after the discussion and before the conclusion as follows

LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY   

The main limitation of this study was being retrospective and its dependence on patients' records. Because of this it was not possible to include the actual drug administration issues. Some patient cards did not contain all necessary information that affected the quality of the study. We has also assumed that patients' management (dose, frequency of administration, etc) in either group was strictly in line with the hospital's protocol as we were unable to check it retrospectively. Further controlled and prospective studies are recommended to be conducted to evaluate administration of magnesium sulphate and toxicities associated with its use.
3. The following minor errors or grammatical reconstructions are also
recommended:• On line 88, within the sentence “Therefore, this study was
done to evaluate the maternal outcomes of magnesium sulphate and diazepam
use…”, [outcomes]is missing
Done


• On line 93, it might be better to replace “found” with “located”
within the sentence ‘…which is found in Jimma town’
Replaced


• Lines 103 – 106 could be broken up into two sentences and rewritten as
follows:


“All mothers who were admitted to JUSH Maternity Ward in the two years and
three months period i.e. from January 03, 2010 - April 02, 2012 were
considered as the source population. Women who were diagnosed with severe
pre-eclampsia or eclampsia and for which either magnesium sulphate or
diazepam was administered for prophylaxis or treatment of seizures were
included in the study.”
Done
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