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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.


	The topic is of major importance, as ectopic pregnancy is a serious condition in OnG, with major complications and common risk factors. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is fine, but is a bit misleading, as “Case study” may be misinterpreted as “Case report” or “Case series”
Preferred title should contain “Mixed-methods study”. For example:
Management of Ectopic Pregnancies by Healthcare Practitioners in Southeast Nigeria: A Mixed-Methods Study
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	Abstract is fair, but lacks some key details. For example, the p value of significance, statistical software used, can be included in the methods
For results in abstract, the density of information is sparse. Include more values and important significance, especially in line with your objectives. 
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	Please include version of SPSS used, 

Convert to British English e.g “Standardized”, not “Standardised”. “Analyzed”, not “Analysed”.
For results, percentages should be reported with 1 d.p, unless otherwise indicated by journal guidelines

Table 3: values should follow an array e.g frequencies should go from largest to smallest. DO the same for any table not following a pre-defined structure (for example, age groups, strongly agree to strongly disagree are predefined, so do not need to be in arrays)

For figure 1, add percentages to groups e.g 58 (44.5%), and so on.
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