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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 manuscript addresses a critical public health issue in Sub-Saharan Africa: the gap between the medical necessity of Caesarean Sections (CS) and the socio-cultural barriers to their acceptance. By providing localized data from Abia State, Nigeria, the study offers actionable insights into how specific demographic factors—like education and marital status—influence maternal health decisions.
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	 The manuscript mentions using a "scoring method" (0-50% bad, 50-100% good). It would be helpful to include a table or a sentence explaining how "Knowledge" was quantified (e.g., were there 10 points possible based on Section B?).

The tables are very detailed, but the "WMS" (Weighted Mean Score) column in Table 5-7 needs a brief footnote to explain how it was calculated for readers outside of this specific statistical niche.
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