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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.

	Research in Sierra Leone suggests that access to health care by women and children is primarily controlled by the availability of well-trained medical personnel, the necessary medication and standardised equipment. Targeted investment is necessary to improve health outcomes; it should focus on areas such as these and not merely the health care facility infrastructure or type. A clear evidence based strategy for policymakers in Sierra Leone and other low income countries is presented by the research's findings.
	

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

	The present title (How Supply-side Factors Influence Access to Healthcare: An Empirical Analysis of Service Delivery) is a good starting point but needs to be revised to meet the requirements of a high ranking journal. It lacks specificity regarding the variables of interest and the geographic location. The current title does not clearly indicate whether it is an analysis of the supply of healthcare services or a discussion of the factors which influence healthcare delivery.
	

	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 generally informative but needs major changes to improve its transparency, relevance and impact. It comprises all the necessary segments, but is in stylistic passive and fragmentary terms; this weakened structure undercuts its overall effect. Critical points and specific recommendations for revision:
Unclear Opening: The second sentence is a general statement on health systems. It does not quickly enough "set up" the issue of precisely what high stakes problem requires investigation.
Major Methodological Error: There is a direct contradiction between the methods described (logistic regression) and the results presented (linear regression outputs like R² and β coefficients). This inconsistency undermines the entire analysis and must be corrected and clarified.
Weak Conclusion: The conclusion is non-committal and fails to state a clear, actionable implication from the evidence.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	To be ready for publication, it needs a revision focused on three key improvements:
1. The methods section and the results currently describe two different types of statistical analysis. You must ensure they are consistent.
2. The manuscript discusses "access to healthcare," but your data specifically measures "service readiness" at facilities. Reframing the study around this precise concept will strengthen your argument.
3. Add a short rationale for why you used a 50% score to categorize facilities, which will increase transparency.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	4. The reference list is comprehensive in scope but exhibits significant gaps in recency and strategic focus for a manuscript aiming to contribute to current health systems literature.  it lacks citations from the last 5-7 years that would anchor the study within ongoing contemporary debates and demonstrate familiarity with the most recent evidence.
	

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

	
The language quality is broadly suitable for scholarly communication.



	

	Optional/General comments

	



	



	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? 

	5. (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
6. There are no overt, fundamental ethical violations in this manuscript, as it is a secondary analysis of a national, anonymized, administrative dataset.
7. 
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