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Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The title of the manuscript is relevant to modern obstetrics practice. Issues regarding the safety
of CS, feto-maternal outcomes are to be looked into from time to time.
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The title is inappropriate. An alternate title should be considered.
The prevalence of caesarean section in atertiary facility and its feto-maternal outcome. A
retrospective study.

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.

Grossly inappropriate, there is need for revision.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
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There is lack basic scientific requirement across all the sections of the manuscript. A thorough revision
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Inappropriate. Some of the choice of words are not scientific mode of writing.
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There is need major revision of the manuscript.
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