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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.

	The article carries information for the wider scientific community about the cource of information the mothers in reproductrive age group. It is important because arming mothers with accurate information serves to reduce maternal and child health which are key indicators of the population health 
	

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

	The title is unclear. It doesn’t follow well when the title that reads ……factors influencing accessibility of MCH information on RH practices…….it should be either factors influencing Mothers’ information on RH practices OR factors influencing MCH information among women of  reproductive age as it appeared in the introduction section of this work.  
	

	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 use of terms “global goals” 3 and 17 should be spelled out clearly to mean SDG 3 and 17. The aim of the study in the abstract doesn’t reflect the title, the author has to rework this 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	It correct, however it needs some works 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The author widely used old references and therefore most of the terms and data used, as will be highlighted below under the general comment, were outdated. 
	

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

	The author needs to liaise with someone who commands good English language to correct the tenses and the unnecessary punctuations that appeared in this work many times. 



	

	Optional/General comments

	· Under the introduction, the author referenced data from KDHS (2008-2009) while the most recent KDHS report was of 2022 which is the most updated, please refer to it and adjust accordingly. Also, IMCI is still mentioned when it changed to IMNCI (Integrated Management of Newborn and Childhood Illness), please avoid the use of outdated terminologies. Look at this statement: Health information and capacity building help health seeking behaviors of individuals – capacity building is for health workers and not for the mothers, please revise. Revisit the use of the word”maternal mothers” under the same section and correct
· Material and Methodolgy: “Health professional and community health workers influence on accessibility of maternal & child health information among rural women on reproductive health” – this is vague and needs to be refined to match the title as suggested above. The meaning of the word “baraza” should be explained in brackets as “council or gathering place” for non-kiswahili readership.
· Inclusion criteria: …….had full pregnancy with a child below 1 year……Revise this inlusion criteria, it appears that the woman must be pregnant and at the same time has a child less than 1 year which is impossible. Diffrrentialte between the use do the “Terms and condition of the research and the consent”
· Data collection and instruments:  If the FGD and KII were done to validate the quantitative data, this means your design was sequential mixed method but this was not the case as described above, please check. Please state if this was done sequentially or convergently (read about the two design methods and decide yours)
· Selection of study units: the use of CHWs under this section and in many place in the dpocument should be recised. The term was officially rebranded as CHP (community Health pronmoters) through a presidential decree in 2023 to integrate them into health profession, kindly use this wherever it appears as CHW. 
· Data processing and analysis: provide only the translated verbatims only instead of the ones quoted in Luo and later translated, this will provide clarity of the findings instead of a reader struggling to read both. 
· Findings and result – Demographic characteristics of the respondents - Given the high literacy rate among the women, why were data collection tools translated into Luo language, was this not detrimental to the validity and reliability of the tool? If not explain how that was safeguarded. 

	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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