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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 manuscript holds significant value, particularly in healthcare applications. Real-world clinical trials are needed to obtain accurate results, along with comparisons, which often vary in application across healthcare settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is quite interesting considering that there are quite a lot of cases in the cesarean delivery process, especially in the use of drugs that affect the body of both the mother and the fetus.
	

	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 in this manuscript is still not in depth. As has been stated in the comments in the manuscript, the contents of the abstract require in-depth analysis and gaps that can show how important this article is for the general public.

However, In the introduction, there is no real gap between the current conditions and the solution to the problem through this manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In some sections, there is still a tendency to be dominated by the use of textbook language. Scientifically, further research is still needed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are quite a lot and various literacy sources but unfortunately they are not recorded in indexation.
	

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


	The writing is good enough for readers and scholar. However, inappropriate word usage is still found. Comments and requests for improvements have been submitted.

There are still repetitions of words, but input has been given.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In general, this manuscript is unique in its comparison of therapies applied to caesarean deliveries. It is hoped that further implementation of other factors will be implemented.
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