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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	Investigating the factors influencing home deliveries among reproductive women is a crucial topic as home deliveries remain a major contributor to maternal and neonatal morbidity and mortality all over the world especially in poor and underdeveloped countries, particularly in rural areas. Understanding the socio-cultural, economic, and systemic barriers to skilled birth attendance is very essential for effective maternal health interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, expressive and stated the main variables of the study.
	

	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.


	Yes the abstract is comprehensive and clearly stated the main and key points of the study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound BUT I have some suggestions for the authors to be very brilliant:
Introduction section:

The 1st and 2nd paragraphs are very short. I suggest merging them together.

Methodology Section:

In study design: the second statement is redundant as it repeats the same information in first statement. I suggest deleting it.

Sample type: I think the appropriate sample type is convenient not purposive. The authors stated that subjects were purposively selected because they fall under the criteria..etc. Selecting sample based on criteria does not make it purposive.

Data collection section:

Description of data collection tool is not complete. I suggest adding the references of literature used in developing the tool. Full description of the tool (number of items of each section and scoring system) should be added. According to the results section, the author used five points likert scale.
Results section:

Age is a continuous variable so that no gap in its interval should exist. If one subjects age is 25.5, in which category will be added.  I suggest the interval to be 21<25, 25<30 and so on.
I suggest unifying the rounding of numbers to one decimal. Make sure that the total percentage equal 100% after rounding. For example in age variable, the total % =99.9% not 100%.

Abbreviations used in tables should be provided with full description under each table. For example JHS/SHS   stands for what?

The titles of the statistical tables should be stated above each table not below the tables.
I think that no need to mention the sources of tables (It goes without say).

for health impacts:

The authors stated (The study found a strong association between home delivery and adverse health outcomes). This statement is not scientifically sound. How the authors measured the association. What types of association tests are used? The authors just described the incidence of complications in previous pregnancies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but some of them are not recent. I suggest updating references
	

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


	The language of the article is good
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