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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The discussion needs to be more robust.  
The author should state the prevalence of placental praevia in the institution and compare the rate with those of 
previous studies especially local studies. 
If blood transfusion is a major complication of placental praevia in that centre to the extent of up to 93% of cases, 
what responsible for this? Was the transfusion done before surgery or during/after surgery since the incidence of 
postpartum haemorrhage (PPH) is not as high (24.8%) as that of transfusion? 
It will also be good if the author can compare the position/status of the leading surgeon, whether consultant or 
residents, with the incidence of PPH and subsequent blood transfusion.   
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Minor errors in form of spelling mistake or omission are marked as comments in the manuscript. 
Thank you for the privilege to review the article. 

 

 
 

PART  2:  
 

 
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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Isawumi Adegboye Isaac 
Department, University & Country Osun State University, Nigeria 
 


