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	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.


	This manuscript is incredibly important for the scientific community because it tackles a major issue: healthcare access in underserved West African communities. By offering evidence-based strategies for maternal and reproductive health services, it not only helps to strengthen health systems but also promotes equity and sustainability in healthcare delivery. The insights and findings shared in this manuscript can act as a guide for policymakers, researchers, and healthcare practitioners around the world. With its emphasis on practical, actionable insights, it strikes a balance between academic significance and real-world application.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Discovering how to enhance access to maternal and reproductive health services in underserved communities across West Africa by talking about practical, evidence-based strategies that can really strengthen health systems and make a difference.
	

	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 thorough, touching on essential elements like the aim, problem statement, significance of the study, methodology, discussion, and conclusion. It does a great job of outlining the objectives and scope of the article. That said, I have a few suggestions to make it even clearer and more complete: Relevance of Evidence-Based Strategies: While the aim mentions "evidence-based strategies," it might be helpful to briefly explain why these strategies are significant in relation to the study's findings within the abstract.
 Findings and Impacts: Including a sentence or two that summarizes specific findings or outcomes from the literature review could give readers a quick glimpse of the study's contributions.
 Stakeholder Roles: The discussion section highlights the roles of various stakeholders. Mentioning this briefly in the abstract could emphasize the collaborative approach suggested in the study.
 Focus on Social Determinants: The discussion underscores the importance of social determinants of health. Bringing this perspective into the abstract would highlight the complex nature of the issue.
 Call to Action: The conclusion could benefit from a more direct call to action or recommendation, making the study's implications clearer for the audience. Overall, these additions would enhance the abstract by aligning it more closely with the comprehensive and actionable insights presented in the full manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From what I can gather from the abstract and the details shared, the manuscript seems to be on point scientifically. It tackles important issues surrounding maternal and reproductive health in underserved communities in West Africa, using strategies backed by solid evidence. It fits well within established scientific frameworks, emphasizing the reduction of maternal mortality, the social factors affecting health, and the importance of collaboration among stakeholders. Plus, the methodology that includes a literature review is a smart way to collect and analyze data effectively.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent
	

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


	Yes, the English language quality of this article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	With those little adjustments I have made above, the manuscript could be ready for publication
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