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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 is about a very relevant topic in the present day scenario. The overzealous fetal monitoring in labour, the dying art of forceps delivery, advanced maternal age all have contributed to a rise in the cesarean section rates. This article can definitely guide the caregivers about the planning of mode of delivery in all the patients.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title can be modified. 

Factors determining the mode of delivery in a tertiary referral hospital : a retrospective analysis.
	

	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.


	Abstract is crisp and nice. Few changes can be considered. The mode of delivery is mainly dependent on feto-maternal condition at the time of delivery; however maternal and caregivers choices can also have a role.
At the end of the abstract, I feel it would be nice to mention the most common indication for cesarean section.

 The line about forceps delivery can be rephrased as ' By improving the training of the caregivers, the number of forceps deliveries can be improved hence cutting down the cesarean rates.'
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. It appears to be scientifically correct. Few points to consider are as follows -
1. The numbering of the paragraphs as per the references in superscript needs to be done in order from the introduction itself. 

2. The aim of the study can be put under a separate title. 

3. The materials and methods, data collection is good. 

4. The multiple pregnancies can be split into twins and higher order multiple pregnancies. 

5. In the indications, abnormal lie can be split from abnormal presentations. It would be nice to mention as transverse lie, oblique lie individually. Same goes with the presentations - breech etc. 

6. Gross congenital abnormality as an indication for cesarean is controversial as a baby with such anomalies may not be able to survive and sling a cesarean will not be justified. Hence the nature of the anomalies need to be mentioned, i.e, cardiac anomalies that cannot tolerate labour etc. 
7. Poorly controlled gdm as an indication for lscs is again not justified. Need to mention whether associated with fgr or doppler changes or fetal distress or with maternal hypertension or maternal ketoacidosis.
8. Short inter pregnancy interval needs to specify the timeline, i.e, 2 years or so.
9. Antepartum hemorrhage can be divided into placental abruption with fetal distress or in early labour and placenta previa
10. Obstructed labour can also mention whether there is arrest in the first stage or second stage of labour.
11. All maternal indications have been elaborated ; need to know if there were any fetal indications for lscs like  fgr or doppler changes or fetal distress.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are more than sufficient. The references from the last ten years are more relevant than the older ones. Can consider to omit the older ones.
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	None
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