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	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.


	This paper offers critical insights into how cultural norms, family structures, and healthcare communication affect pregnant women’s decisions regarding Caesarean sections in Northern Ghana. Such findings are valuable for designing culturally sensitive maternal health interventions and can help improve shared decision-making practices in low-resource settings. The work contributes to a growing body of evidence that underscores the need for robust community education and family engagement in obstetric care. Furthermore, it highlights the role of adequate counseling and health literacy in mitigating fear and misconceptions about Caesarean sections.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is concise and accurately reflects the focus of the study. One minor suggestion, if a change is desired, is to incorporate “Qualitative Study” to further emphasize its methodological approach; for example: “A Qualitative Exploration of Factors Influencing Caesarean Section Acceptance among Pregnant Women in the Tamale Metropolis.”
	

	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 abstract provides a clear overview of the objectives, methods, results, and conclusion. It might be helpful to add a sentence about the narrative approach to better reflect the study design, though this is optional. Otherwise, the abstract adequately summarizes the key findings and implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methods section sufficiently details the qualitative design, and the findings align with relevant literature on socio-cultural drivers of C-section acceptance in low-resource contexts (Bam et al., 2021; Shirzad et al., 2021). 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are appropriate and generally up-to-date. The authors have cited key WHO guidelines and region-specific studies. No major omissions are evident, though the inclusion of any newly published Ghana Health Service or WHO updates on maternal health (if available) could further strengthen the discussion on policy implications.
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Clarifying the rationale for not obtaining specific institutional ethical approval would strengthen the transparency of the study’s ethical considerations. Incorporating direct quotes is a strong point of the qualitative design; ensuring they are spaced or formatted consistently would enhance readability.
No major ethical issues are apparent.
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