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	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 provides much-needed evidence on the trends, reasons, and outcomes of caesarean deliveries in a newly established tertiary hospital in Southwest Nigeria. Information from new centres is often scarce, yet it is crucial for understanding evolving patterns in obstetric practice and identifying context-specific challenges. The study offers a foundation for improving clinical protocols infection control and prevents regarding unnecessary primary caesarean sections. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes , the title is suitable.
	

	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 clear, well structured and includes all IMRD components- introduction, Methods, Results and Conclusion.
Points that can be added or considered are: 

1. Add retrospective study or hospital based review for better clarity.

2. Results section can be better synthesized with emphasis on major findings rather than all percentages.

3. Conclusion can be more impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is mostly sound in its clinical focus and presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention opthem in the review form.
	The references cited in this manuscript are generally relevant, appropriate, and adequately cover the background and comparative literature related to caesarean section indications and outcomes in low- and middle-income settings. Several recent studies (2020–2024) have been included, such as the 2024 Bowen University study and the 2023 Nigerian meta-analysis, which strengthen the contemporary context.
	

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


	The manuscript communicates its ideas and findings clearly, and the overall English is easy to follow. The tone is suitably academic and aligns with the conventions of scientific writing. Nonetheless, certain areas would benefit from careful language refinement to enhance readability and consistency. A few sentences are overly long or repetitive, and minor issues with grammar, punctuation, and formatting are present—for instance, variations in tense, spacing, and the inconsistent use of capital letters in terms such as “caesarean section.” With moderate editing to address these points, the paper would meet the expected standard for scholarly publication.
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