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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 minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The topic is important, as the condition is a severe and life-threatening condition which affects the outcome fo maternal health and infant life, also providing location specific context and information. 
	

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

	Title contains too much unnecessary information, should be streamlined to convey important information. For example “Management and Outcome of Uterine Rupture in a low-resource setting in Cote d’Ivoire: A cross-sectional 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.

	The background conveys far too little information. Add something to introducr the topic being studied. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Mansucript is scientifically correct, but seems to lack certain important aspects

For example:

· Introduction should include information on prevalence, and epidemiology, to convet the burden of th condition. 

METHODS

· Sampling method could be explained in more details. How were missing data managed, how was data cleaning done?

RESULTS
· Be more careful with abbreviations, use only standard abbreviations or write in full e.g minutes, not mn. Hours, not h. Kilometres, not kms.
· Standardize method of reporting results e.g 322 participants (5.6%), too many methods are currently being used. 
· Use p<0.001, not p=0.000. A probability cannot be completely impossible. 
· Do a grammar check, using more acceptable e.g “The surgical kit has been honored by the parents” is a confusing expression. 
· Check results: “Maternal death rate was 5.8%, or 30 deaths. There were fewer deaths for the conservative treatment (7/332) or 2.1% versus 12.7% or (23/181) for radical treatment (p = 0,000). ‘’ In this, a comma was used instead of a period for the p value

DISCUSSION
-Ensure to discuss important and significant findings, giving the finding, comparing with similar literature, giving possible reasons for similarity or dsissimilarity.
-No need to repeat results in discussion e.g instead of 21%, you can say about one-fifth, no need for p values as well in discussion, its not a repeat of results. 

Add limitations of the study, and recommendations if any.




	

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

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

	
Yes
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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