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	Review of Manuscript
Introduction
The introduction would benefit from the inclusion of references where appropriate. For instance, the second paragraph mentions communities in the Philippines that experience reproductive health challenges, but it doesn’t have a citation. Also, the introduction could be strengthened by presenting relevant data on maternal and reproductive health, such as the modern contraceptive prevalence rate (mCPR) at the municipal, regional, or national level, depending on data availability. The 2022 Philippines Demographic and Health Survey (DHS) provides robust, credible data that could help contextualize the problem statement. In order to keep the introduction succinct, the detailed explanation of modern contraceptive methods may be replaced with recent evidence on reproductive health specific to the study population.

Methods
The methods section is generally strong and includes essential information. However, the following suggestions may improve clarity and completeness:

· The inclusion criteria are repeated in both narrative and tabular formats. It would be helpful to retain only one presentation for consistency.

· The process for participant recruitment should be clarified. How were participants invited? Was it through word of mouth, digital platforms, or community organizations? This information is essential for understanding ethical considerations related to recruitment for research.

· Table 3 appears to describe general steps for qualitative analysis rather than detailing the specific steps followed in this study. It is advisable to contextualize the analytic process or, alternatively, briefly summarize it in the narrative and remove the table.

Results
My first question when reading the results section is who are the intended target audience for this study? Although the authors explain that interviews were conducted in local dialects, the inclusion of untranslated direct quotes may limit accessibility for non-local readers. Providing English translations would help broaden understanding and interpretation of the findings.

Discussion
A brief summary of the study's aim or research questions at the beginning of the discussion would provide context before delving into how the findings align with existing literature.

Grammar and general language use
· There are some grammatical issues throughout the manuscript that require correction. For example, in the second paragraph of the introduction, the sentence should begin with “These communities” rather than “This community” to reflect the plural subject.

· Some of the sentences in this paper suggested the use of assisted AI in writing some content of the paper. Sentences that start with “By ensuring…” and “By following…” appear redundant. Authors should consider revising these statements to ensure originality.

· Finally, it is recommended to prioritize references published within the last five years unless citing foundational or historical sources to establish context.
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