Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Research Journal of Gynaecology and Obstetrics

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ARJGO_143358

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	PERCEPTION OF CAESAREAN SECTION AMONG PREGNANT WOMEN ATTENDING MADONNA CATHOLIC HOSPITAL UMUAHIA, ABIA STATE

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 addresses a critical gap in maternal health by exploring perceptions of caesarean section in a culturally nuanced setting. 
Its findings offer actionable insights for improving patient education, reducing stigma, and guiding policy. The study’s relevance extends beyond local practice, contributing to global discourse on respectful maternity care and informed consent. It empowers clinicians and stakeholders to align surgical interventions with patient-centered values
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative but could be refined.
* Suggested alternative: "Pregnant Women’s Perceptions of Caesarean Section at Madonna Hospital, Umuahia: A Cross-Sectional Study on Attitudes and Influencing Factors."
	

	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 is generally informative but would benefit from refinement. 
I suggest emphasizing the study’s significance in addressing CS misconceptions and highlighting key statistical outcomes. 
*The methodology section could be more concise, while the conclusion should better reflect the implications for clinical practice and policy. 
*Including the probit regression finding in the abstract would strengthen its impact and relevance
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. 
*The methodology is appropriate for the research question, and the statistical analysis—particularly the use of probit regression—is well executed. 
*Ethical approval and informed consent are clearly stated. 
*The findings are relevant and contribute meaningfully to maternal health discourse. 
*Minor refinements in discussion and referencing would enhance clarity and global applicability, but overall, the study meets scientific standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but could benefit from more recent global data. I recommend adding WHO reports on CS trends, and recent African maternal health studies to strengthen context and improve international applicability.
I advise :
Cross-checking all citations for consistency with journal guidelines

Ensuring all references are properly matched to in-text citations

Adding missing metadata (volume, issue, pages, DOI) where applicable
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable, but it requires minor standards. Some sentences could benefit from improved structure and academic tone. Enhancing grammar, transitions, and consistency will strengthen readability and ensure the manuscript meets international publication expectations. Overall, it’s acceptable with edits.
Suggestion 
*The women were asked about their opinion on caesarean section and whether they will accept it if recommended by the doctor.”
Suggested: Participants were asked to express their perceptions of caesarean section and indicate their willingness to undergo the procedure if medically advised.”
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses a vital issue in maternal health with practical implications. The methodology is sound, and findings are relevant. Minor edits will enhance clarity and broaden its global applicability
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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