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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 manuscript is important, addressing a rare and clinically important condition, especially in Subsaharan Africa, where diagnostic modalities are limited and patient health seeking behaviour can be poor
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is quite descriptive, but has some errors:
1. The title uses the expression “Intrauterine fetal demise” when, in fact, the entire write-up is about extrauterine fetal demise. 

2. Also, the use of “an uncommon occurrence” is unnecessary, as case reports are all supposed to be relatively uncommon experiences. 

3. This title may be more appropriate: Undiagnosed Advanced Abdominal Pregnancy Complicated by Fetal Demise Following Failed Induction of Labour: A Case Report from Southwest Nigeria

	

	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 generally okay, but has some issues;
1. Use of informal language e.g obstetric nightmare, is not encouraged

2. Incorrect terminology like IUFD is here, as previously mentioned.

3. The abstract will benefit from restructuring, rephrasing and focusing on salient points such as intra-op findings, management of expected complications, and clinical lessons
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript raises important clinical issues but contains several scientific inconsistencies that require correction. These include:

1. Discrepancies between reported gestational age, degree of fetal maceration, and fetal weight (1.5 kg at a purported 20-week gestation),
2.  Questionable clinical decisions such as induction of labour in the presence of transverse lie and an unconfirmed intrauterine pregnancy. 
3. The reported symphysiofundal height and ultrasound findings are difficult to reconcile with an advanced abdominal pregnancy. These issues necessitate major clarification and revision.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are recent and relevant; however, some cited statements are not clearly supported by the referenced articles. 
There is also evidence of heavy reliance on a small number of prior case reports, resulting in repetitive phrasing and structure. 
Additional authoritative reviews and guideline-based references on ectopic and abdominal pregnancy diagnosis and management would strengthen the manuscript.


	

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


	The language is understandable but requires significant editing to meet scholarly standards. 
Several expressions are informal or emotive (e.g., “obstetric nightmare,” “rude shocks,” “downside”), and grammatical errors are present. 
Professional scientific tone and consistency in terminology should be improved throughout the manuscript.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors should reconcile all clinical timelines, revise terminology for accuracy, justify management decisions more clearly, and explicitly discuss strategies for preventing diagnostic delay and complications in similar settings. 
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