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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 (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.


	It is a significant subject of discussion especially in underserved countries. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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 should follow the journal’s recommendation of case reports to be succinct. For example, there is no need to define terms in the abstract, rather a more captivating summary of the case presentation is better way to begin the abstract. The conclusion in the abstract has no correlation with the main conclusion. The treatment mentioned in the abstract’s conclusion ought to be in the case summary, and not the conclusion. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	A lot of work needs to be done both in grammar and structure to improve communications. The Case presentation can be better summarised to remove redundancy. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The objective of the study and its relevance should be clearly stated.

· Non-standard abbreviations should be introduced before being used

· No reference to the figures in the text

· There should be proper intext citation.

· Was consent taken from the patient?

· What is the exact gestation? do not use a range, an estimate is preferred. Was the leakage of fluid spontaneous or provoked? What was the outcome of the caesarean section? maternal and fetal? Live birth? Can summarize as: A 24-year old G1P0A0 female at 37 weeks’ gestation with complaints of leakage of fluid from the vagina for more than 12 hours.

· On speculum examination, clear fluid seen at the cervical os which red turned litmus paper blue, confirming rupture of membranes. Patient’s hemoglobin was 10g/dL. she was diagnosed with PROM and Anemia. Prophylactic antibiotic ceftriaxone 1g intravenously was given 1 hour before the caesarean section was performed.

· No need to repeat introduction in the discussion

· The conclusion should clearly summarize the study its findings and highlights its relevance. There is no mention of no mention of findings, relevance of the study and future recommendations from the study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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