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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	This manuscript provides a valuable, data-driven analysis of antenatal care (ANC) utilization in a specific Indian district. Its key finding that income is not a significant predictor of ANC use in a context of free public services challenges conventional wisdom and shifts focus to education, demographic factors, and geographic accessibility. The study offers crucial, localized evidence for policymakers to design targeted interventions. Furthermore, its methodology, combining health geography and regression analysis, serves as a useful model for similar regional studies in low and middle-income countries..
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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.

	The abstract is comprehensive but can be improved.

· Addition: Specify the core methodology: "Using a stratified random sample and multiple regression analysis..."
· Modification: Change "negligible influence" regarding income to a more precise statement like "was not a statistically significant predictor (p=0.060), suggesting free services mitigate direct cost barriers."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The core analysis is scientifically sound. However, the Literature Review is flawed. Extensive sections on global adolescent obesity and developed countries' health concerns are irrelevant to the study's focus on ANC utilization among pregnant women. This section must be refocused on determinants of maternal healthcare access.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are sufficient but could be more current. Many key citations are from 2000-2010. The manuscript would be strengthened by incorporating more recent studies (last 5 years) on maternal healthcare utilization in India, particularly from Tamil Nadu or based on NFHS-5 data.
	

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

	The language is generally suitable, but numerous minor grammatical errors and awkward phrasings require thorough proofreading (e.g., "women lived experiences," "systematic ways in which social structures harm or otherwise disadvantages individuals").

	

	Optional/General comments

	This is a robust study with significant findings. The primary revisions needed are structural: 1) Drastically condense and refocus the literature review. 2) Ensure the discussion accurately reflects statistical nuances (like the borderline income result). The identified research gaps and policy recommendations are excellent and add great value.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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