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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
These are some of the observations 
1) Grammatical mistakes 
2) Table 2 It should be 12% of study population had no education 
3) No mention of prevalence in the present study 
4) Profile of medical and Obstetric conditions should have come in table form 
5) Mode of delivery has not been mentioned 
6) There is no critical analysis in this study about the reasons for near miss, intervention 
strategies, need for blood transfusion ICU stay, Complications which would have given an 
insight about the way cases were handled. 
7) There is no correlation between the present study and the studies quoted in the 
discussion 
8) Table 4. T should be 78% patients needed hospitalization for 10-20 days 
9) In discussion part, it should be un-booked 62% and booked 38% cases 
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