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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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 describes an important aspect of ANC, which is quality, not only measuring the number of contacts. It underscores the significance of critical ANC contents, which are essential for maternal and new-born health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable. The authors may improve by stating the quality of antenatal care (ANC) services………….
	

	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.


	· Results: Please focus on the main objectives of the study. 
· Results: The first paragraph should be start by the percentage of women receiving minimum acceptable quality. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	- Yes. The manuscript present an important topic of maternal healthcare utilization, particularly in low-income country.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· I suggest the authors can consult, use, and cite the following paper which also focuses on ANC quality in another LMIC.
· https://bmcpublichealth.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12889-023-17411-y 

· https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0309300 
	

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


	- No. The authors should proofread their article for grammar and spelling (particularly capitalization and punctuation). 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Overall, this is an important manuscript that needs to be reached to its readers and policymakers.
· Introduction: The introduction is redundant. There are a lot of unnecessary details.

· Methods: Needs a lot of work.

· Give more details to study design. It should be cross-sectional study.

· Give more details to the qualitative study design.

· Results:

· The results of qualitative study are not presented.

· What does the authors mean by booked or unbooked ANC. Do authors mean timely?

· Discussion:

· The authors should compare their findings with studies from LMICs. 

· The authors should add practical implications to each key finding.

· I suggest the authors to consult and cite the following articles: https://bmcpublichealth.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12889-023-17411-y 

· https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0309300 

· Limitations and strengths:

· Please add a section on this.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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