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Minor REVISION comments 

 

 This manuscript is very clear, well written and a relevant 

topic in gynaecology. However, the methodology is 

deficient. 

(1)How did the authors calculate the sample size? 

(2)Authors to describe in detail the current practice of 

antibiotic prophylaxis for caesarean delivery in 

methodology section. 

(3)What are the limitations encountered in this study? 

This should be the last paragraph in the discussion. 

 

1. How the sample size was calculated has 

been included (lines 52-57) 

2. This has been described previously: in 

the introduction in lines 36-38, and in 

the discussion in lines 103-108. In our 

opinion,  it will be too much repetition 

to put it in the methodology 

3. This has been added. See lines 145-149 
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