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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 delves into the factors that determine how deliveries are conducted, and it’s a treasure trove of insights for the scientific community, especially in obstetrics, public health, and health systems research. By pinpointing and examining the elements that sway delivery choices like maternal health, socioeconomic factors, access to healthcare, and the preferences of providers. It sheds light on clinical decision-making and patient outcomes. The results can help shape evidence-based guidelines, cut down on unnecessary caesarean sections, and foster safer, fairer maternal care. Plus, it aids in crafting policies that optimize resource use and enhance maternal and neonatal health metrics across various populations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Determinants of Mode of Delivery” is straightforward and fits well in an academic context, but adding a bit more detail could really boost its effectiveness and relevance.
Here are some polished alternatives to think about:

“Determinants of Mode of Delivery: A Cross-Sectional Analysis of Maternal and Health System Factors”

“Exploring Influences on Delivery Method: Socioeconomic, Clinical, and Provider-Level Determinants”

“Drivers of Caesarean and Vaginal Births: A Multivariate Study of Delivery Decisions”
	

	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 does a great job of summarizing the study’s background, objectives, methodology, and key findings. To make it even clearer and more aligned with journal standards, here are a few suggestions for improvement:

1. Structure and Flow

Break the abstract into standard sections: Background, Objectives, Methods, Results, and Conclusion. This will enhance readability and fit the typical format most journals prefer.

2. Language Precision

Instead of saying, “Childbirth or delivery can be achieved in different ways,” try “Childbirth may occur through various delivery methods.”

Also, steer clear of subjective phrases like “dying skill” opt for “declining utilization of forceps delivery” instead.
3. Clarify Study Design

Be specific about your data source, such as hospital records or delivery logs.

If you used any statistical methods, like descriptive analysis or regression, be sure to mention those too.

4. Results Section

When presenting percentages, keep the formatting consistent and provide context.

Make it clear whether these percentages are statistically significant or just observational.

5. Conclusion Enhancement

Highlight how your findings could impact clinical practice or policy.

You might also suggest future research avenues, like looking into provider decision-making or enhancing patient education.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is solid both conceptually and clinically, but it could really shine with a bit more clarity in its methodology, some refined terminology, and the addition of statistical analysis. This would help it align better with the standards of peer-reviewed scientific publishing.
	

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

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


	Yes, the English language quality of this article is suitable for scholarly communications

	

	Optional/General comments


	With those little adjustments I have made above, the manuscript could be ready for publication
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