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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 manuscript addresses an important public health issue by examining pregnant women's perception, acceptance, and awareness of the National Health Insurance Scheme (NHIS) in Delta State, Nigeria. Understanding factors influencing maternal health insurance utilization is valuable for policymakers, healthcare providers, and public health practitioners seeking to improve maternal healthcare access and outcomes. The study contributes to the growing body of literature on health insurance uptake in developing countries and highlights barriers that may affect the effectiveness of national health financing initiatives. The findings may support evidence-based interventions aimed at increasing enrolment and utilization of NHIS among vulnerable populations.
	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	3
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	1
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES
The title accurately reflects the study variables, target population, and study location.

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	NO

The abstract contains grammatical errors, inconsistencies regarding sample size and statistical procedures, and lacks sufficient details regarding qualitative findings and study limitations. The authors should revise the abstract for clarity, conciseness, and methodological accuracy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	NO
Several concerns require attention:
1. There are inconsistencies between the methodology and statistical analyses reported in different sections. 
2. The abstract mentions t-tests, whereas the methodology reports chi-square analysis. 
3. Research objectives, research questions, and results are not fully aligned. 
4. The sampling frame is inadequately described. 
5. No clear ethical approval statement is provided. 
6. The qualitative component lacks sufficient methodological rigor regarding trustworthiness, coding procedures, and thematic development. 
7. Several interpretations of findings appear unsupported or overstated.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES, with reservations

The manuscript includes recent references; however:
· Several citations appear unrelated or weakly connected to the study context. 
· Some references require verification for authenticity and accuracy. 
· Greater inclusion of recent Nigerian NHIS and maternal health studies would strengthen the paper.

	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

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

	YES

The manuscript does not clearly report:
· Ethical approval from an institutional review board or ethics committee. 
· Informed consent procedures. 
· Confidentiality and anonymity safeguards for participants. 
· Permission for conducting interviews with pregnant women. 
These ethical requirements should be explicitly stated.

	





Reviewer details:
Ryan C. Fontanilla, Medical Colleges of Northern Philippines and International School of Asia and the Pacific, Philippines



Page 4 of 4
V240326


