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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 
 

 
1. Error in calculation of Table No.2, the sum of all those number came as 512, however it should be 508. 
2. Indication for surgery shown in the result of abstract and result of the research body are different. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The result shown in the abstract is too much in detailed. It will be better to highlight only the important 
points and include those details in the result of the research body 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Result section 
‘Gravida and indication for surgery’ shows only the percentage, it will be better to show along with the 
number and also by putting it in the table form. 
 
Discussion section 
It will be better, if the result of the research study is discussed by comparing with the findings of other 
research study. 
 
The last part of the research i.e “Infection control measures needs to be re-evaluated in our 
facility...............so on”, if it is written by giving heading of ‘Recommendation’ then the readers will find it 
easy to understand. 
 
It will be good to mentioned the sample number/sample size (N = 508)) above all the table. 
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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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