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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The subject area of this manuscript is very important, considering the fact that some 
communities in developing world, still use TBAs for their maternal services, including 
birth and delivery services. Therefore, it is important to have research in this area, so that 
any challenges or contributions that TBAs are facing or making towards safe maternal 
services are discussed in scientific communities. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

I suggest the title should be modified in order that it should portray the actual issues 
discussed in this manuscript. 
‘Safe Vaginal Delivery Practices by TBAs in Bayelsa State Central, Nigeria.’ 

 

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 need to be improved on the following: 
1. English grammar has to be corrected – a lot of errors 
2. Clearly state the study design, study population, and data collection tools used 
3. The results have to be systematically presented, with use of proper terms e.g. 

‘compared to’ or ‘compare with’ 
4. Clearly describe what the study is all about. Is it about TBAs, or safety of vaginal 

deliveries, or infection prevention during delivery or herbal medicine use? 
 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? This also has to be improved. Please follow manuscript guidelines and ensure all 
sections are present 
 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A 
minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 

This manuscript has to be improved on the following: 
1. The Background: State exactly what problem you are describing and what 

exactly this study is addressing. The current background section is a mixture of a 
lot of issues and its confusing to note exactly, what the manuscript is discussing 

2. The methodology section has to be robustly explained and in detail. For 
example, inclusion criteria, what was the sample population? The TBAs or 
pregnant women? The data collection methods need to be expounded, the 
sample size calculation is missing etc 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in 
the review form. 
 

A lot of literature is not cited in this manuscript. The authors need to include citations in 
most of the statements or literature especially in the Introduction section. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
No, this need to be revised and improved 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The authors bring up an important discussion – safety of TBA’s  vaginal delivery. 
However, the manuscript needs to be greatly revised and improved. 
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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) 
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