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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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1. The research manuscripts are significant for midwives. Midwives must be well-informed about 
existing guidelines and best practices and able to use clinical decision-making tools to prevent 
obstetric fistulas in the prenatal, intrapartum, and postpartum periods. 
 

2. Yes, the title of the article is appropriate. 
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validity value, and Input the knowledge score. 

 
4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript are inappropriate. Add knowledge points. The 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
 Yes, the article is of English quality and suitable for scholarly communications. 
 Correct sentence writing patterns. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The research manuscript is good but requires a slight improvement and additions to the results and 
discussion, especially regarding midwives' level of knowledge about existing clinical decision-making 
tools and guidelines and best practices for preventing obstetric fistula before delivery, intrapartum and 
during the postpartum period in General Hospital in the FCT Abuja, Nigeria. 
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