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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript deserves a place in medical knowledge to know about the conditions of women after delivering in developing countries especially in African countries where resource crunch, expertise, religious/custom beliefs, lack of education transportation due to non availability of medical care within the reach are some of the main causes that are making this gynological problem a threat to the women health. However with the available statistics, the situation can be improved. 
	

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

	Yes - needs no change
	

	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.

	Yes, not necessary
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct to certain extent because the author should have made more dent in analyzing and appropriately putting the material in suitable tables so as to understand the statistical analysis. However, the author has taken much pain in presenting this article which contributes to global maternal health science, strengthening of health systems and equity in obstetric care in the third world.
	

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

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

	
The manuscript is in deficit of improper separation of words, causing difficulty in understanding the subject.



	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	The author has taken good care in sampling (took a longer period of thirteen years and about 513 cases), gives credibility and statistical power and observation in identifying the true facts and presenting them in a proper format that means the sample size is very good and itgives fairly good coverage of the gynaecological problems faced in the countries like western sahara where financial crunch, availability of medical resources and the distance the patient has to travel and the key factors. In addition the author has taken good amount of pains in discussion and analysis with the data collected from sub sahara Africa and developed countries providing a context of broader relevance.
 In the conclusion part the author put an emphasis on public health implications and also gave practical recommendations such as improving blood product availability and expanding surgical units etc. 

However there are some weaknesses in the manuscript in methodology section, some aspects such as taste selection criteria, data validation, could have been better represented so that an additional benefit of 

“Additional clarity to strengthen reproducibility”

Overall the manuscript suffers narration of the subject such as typographical errors and grammer inconsistencies and could have been addressed with careful editing before sending the manuscript so as to attract the international audience. 
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