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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.

	This is the type of article which post graduate student susually write during their training. It fulfils all the basic requirements of a single centre retrospective study. Good for publication as small study.some grammatic mistakes needs to be corrected
	

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

	It can be same with some correction. Like
“Indications, maternal and fetal outcome of Caesarean section in a secondry health facility of Nigeria”
OR 
Indications and a comparison of maternal and fetal outcome in elective VS emergency caesarean section
	

	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.

	Add if any result was statistically significant or not
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes    instead of “Study area”.  Write Site or location
	

	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.
	In order to make it more robust some elaboration is required in following
Data collection.  Total number of caesarean section during that time. How many were excluded
Statistic analysis.   Multivariate analysis is written but not done.
Discussion. Comparison is mostly with the local studies. This is acceptable but biases and drawbacks are not discussed, for example size of study , referred patients , single centre
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Most of the references are more then 5 year old
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	
Quality of English is genrally fine .A few corrections are needed eg in title instead of “materno-fetal “maternal-fetal can be used

	

	Optional/General comments

	

An acceptable Manuscript. If some graphs are added instead of tables it will look better
It can be published after minor corrections as I have mentioned above in my comments
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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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