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	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.


	This article has a good title and purpose. This trial is a useful action for controlling bleeding in women and is valuable in that it aims to improve maternal health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is good, but it could also be:

Control of postpartum hemorrhage using sublingual misoprostol in pregnant women: a randomised controlled trial 
	

	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.


	Please follow the journal format. The abstract is not good. The report of results is not good. The conclusion is not conclusive either. It is the same as the report of results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically correct but needs editing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources are not new. Verify the referencing style against the journal's guidelines.
	

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


	Not bad, but needs editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	As I said, the title and purpose of the article are good. The sample size method is not mentioned well in the method. Perhaps these results that were not significant are due to the sample size. The results report and statistical methods are not used well. The discussion does not explain well why these results were obtained.
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