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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 makes a meaningful contribution to public health research, particularly in the field of reproductive health communication in sub-Saharan Africa. By examining how mass media campaigns influence family planning awareness, attitudes, and practices among female civil servants in Nigeria, the study offers insights relevant to both policymakers and media strategists aiming to improve maternal health outcomes. The qualitative focus group design provides rich, contextual data that complements existing quantitative surveys. The findings can guide more targeted, culturally informed communication strategies in similar contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	he title is mostly appropriate, reflecting the core focus on knowledge, attitudes, and practices (KAP) among a specific demographic group. However, it could be slightly revised for clarity and flow.
Suggested Alternative Title:
"Media Influence on Modern Family Planning: Knowledge, Attitudes, and Practices Among Female Civil Servants in Anambra State, Nigeria – A Qualitative 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.


	The abstract generally outlines the objective, method, and key findings. However, it is somewhat disorganized, with grammatical issues and repetition (e.g., "finding out if the attitude of the respondents towards family planning"). Additionally, the theoretical framework (Diffusion of Innovation) is mentioned but not linked to the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of its qualitative methodology and application of the Diffusion of Innovation (DOI) theory. The linkage between media exposure and behaviour change is well-established in the literature, and the study's findings are consistent with broader evidence. However, the methodology section should clarify the justification for reducing the sample size from 280 to 45 participants. Additionally, greater transparency regarding how data was analysed (coding procedures, themes, and validation strategies) would strengthen scientific rigour.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Include recent studies (post-2018) on media influence and reproductive health in Nigeria or sub-Saharan Africa.  Consider meta-analyses on family planning uptake influenced by mass communication (e.g., recent WHO reports, Global Health Communication journals).


	

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


	The manuscript would benefit from thorough language editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses an important and underexplored area in Nigerian public health and communication. The inclusion of participant quotes enriches the narrative, but these need clearer formatting and attribution. Consider adding a limitations section (e.g., potential biases in FGDs, generalizability). 
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