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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Paper is not meeting its aim and objectives – provided results and conclusion are not 
consistent with it. It is not determined either maternal near miss incidence or percentage 
of Institutional Maternal Near Miss Mortality ratio.   
Material and method section is not finished, not clarified how, where and how long data 
was collected, what was the strategy of choosing near-miss cases, what was the design 
of the study, which application was used for analyses.  
No information about ethical approval. 
Title is too general and needs to add – location and period of study 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Needs language wash from a native speaker; Needs technical review for spacing, sentence 
structure. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Without major changes paper is not adding scientific value to a society 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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