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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.


	This study addresses a clinically significant challenge in maternal health optimizing blood loss reduction during caesarean sections in low-resource settings. It adds valuable context-specific evidence supporting the evaluation of adjunctive uterotonics like misoprostol.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the study design and interventions assessed. No major revision is necessary.
	

	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.


	Replace “has being met” with “has been met” in the background section for grammatical accuracy.
Consider clarifying “placebo study arm” as “placebo with oxytocin arm” to enhance reader understanding.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Correct phrasing like “an effectual blood loss control” to “effective control of blood loss.”
Ensure consistency in referencing style, especially with punctuation in author names
Clarify the time point of packed cell volume measurement. consider stating it clearly in both the methodology and results.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant and largely up to date, supporting the research background and discussion. Inclusion of a few recent WHO or global PPH studies could enhance the manuscript.
	

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


	There are minor typographical and grammatical issues throughout (e.g., spacing, verb tenses).
A final proofread by a native English speaker or language editor is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conducted randomized controlled trial with clear reporting and thoughtful discussion. The findings contribute meaningfully to obstetric care practices in tropical and low-resource settings.
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