Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Nursing and Health 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRNH_129940

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Pregnancy outcomes of women in Bauchi Central Zone’s General Hospitals

	Type of the Article
	Research Article


	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.


	The manuscript is important for the scientific community because it offers valuable insights into how antenatal care (ANC) attendance affects pregnancy outcomes, particularly in resource-limited settings like the Bauchi Central Zone. An understanding of these outcomes can guide healthcare providers and policymakers in prioritizing ANC as a critical intervention to improve maternal and neonatal health, and the findings may also contribute to the global discourse on strategies to reduce maternal and perinatal mortality and morbidity. Additionally, the study underscores the importance of addressing barriers to ANC utilization thereby promoting equitable access to vital maternal healthcare services
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The findings of the study showed a comparison of women with booked ANC and those with undesirable quality of ANC or un-booked pregnancy, therefore the title would have been more suitable as “Pregnancy Outcomes in Bauchi Central Zone: A Comparison of ANC Attendees and Non-Attendees in General Hospitals”
	

	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 quite comprehensive. However, I suggest that the sampling method should be included as total population sampling.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The referencing style adopted isn’t quite clear. Not APA referencing. Some are not recent.
	

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


	Yes, it is.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The methodology section is robust, but there should be consistency in the abstract and body of the work.  A total population sampling method for used for the retrospective study, and in-depth interviews was also done among the health professionals (what was the selection method?) 
The manuscript cites a good range of sources, but a few references appear outdated. Including more current literature would increase the manuscript’s relevance to current trends. Additionally, the referencing style isn’t quite clear.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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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