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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.

	A good manuscript, but it contains some critical observations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	If the procedure is a non-obstetric surgery during pregnancy and requires spinal anesthesia, then the title is correct. However, if it is a caesarean section, regional anesthesia should be used, not spinal anesthesia, as it poses a risk to the mother's life, especially given her young age and the possibility that this is her first pregnancy. Regional anesthesia is the preferred anaesthetic technique for caesarean delivery, with spinal anesthesia being the most commonly used modality due to its rapid onset, superior maternal and fetal safety profile, and effectiveness as a surgical anesthesia. General anesthesia is reserved for specific contraindications or extreme emergencies.
Delayed Onset Of Spinal Anaesthesia In An Elective Sectio Caesarea: A Case Report ……. Changing
	

	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.


	Good, and I recommend writing in a higher-level language than what is currently used and using stronger language whenever possible.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The work requires it because many concepts are overlapping and the way the research work is described is unclear.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Good and correct
	

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


	The article needs some strengthening.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In terms of language, in terms of quoting the text and identifying the authors, in terms of clarifying the title, in terms of losing some concepts such as length, weight, and others.
Based on the amount of spinal anesthesia administered, I discovered that her weight was 70 ?????
1. I found only one image in the research …… (Fig. 1: The hemodynamic of the patient after SA achieved and maintained). There was no image of the child's condition, no mother's condition, no post-operative biometric readings to confirm this, and no charts, tables, or any protocol followed regarding the delayed effectiveness of anesthesia. Therefore, we cannot say that the statement is entirely accurate without the established narrative structure.

2. The way you write the citation is incorrect; make it APA style…….. Suboptimal sitting position or movement immediately after injection [53]. In hyperbaric drugs, position is very important for distribution, if after injection the patient tilts it can cause partial block [54]. Variations in Spinal Anatomy. Variations in vertebral column anatomy can affect spinal needle insertion and spinal block distribution [55,56].
3. A few may misunderstand …… CONCLUSION : The slow onset of spinal anesthesia in this case of cesarean section resulted in the cesarean section operation being delayed by 20 minutes to begin. The parturian was still able to undergo cesarean section because of good communication between the anesthesiologist, patient and obstetrician and no fetal distress was found (baby's APGAR score 9/10).
4. Tables and charts are needed.

5. The title needs revisions.

6. Some concepts need clarification to avoid misunderstandings.

7. The researcher needs confirmation that there are no conflicts of interest between them and the journal.

8. Confirmation is needed that the researcher did not plagiarize any ideas found online.

9. I did not see any leading clinical resources for the Anesthesiology department; they were only research papers.

10. Explaining the narratives in the introduction more clearly.

Improve the search language by consulting a linguistic specialist and always ensuring plagiarism is checked.
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