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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The manuscript titled "Harnessing Data Analytics to Illuminate Healthcare Disparities: A Maternal and Child Health Focus in Low-Income U.S. Communities" is incredibly important for the scientific community. It tackles a significant issue by using advanced data analytics to reveal systemic inequalities in maternal and child health outcomes, especially in underserved populations. This method not only deepens our understanding of the complex factors driving health disparities but also helps shape targeted interventions and policy changes. By merging data-driven insights with public health priorities, the study plays a vital role in creating a more equitable and evidence-based healthcare system.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title "Harnessing Data Analytics to Illuminate Healthcare Disparities: A Maternal and Child Health Focus in Low-Income U.S. Communities" does a great job of conveying the manuscript’s purpose and scope. That said, it’s a bit on the lengthy side and could use a more concise and impactful phrasing to boost readability and engagement.

Below are a few alternative title suggestions that keep the core message intact while enhancing clarity and appeal:
"Using Data Analytics to Uncover Maternal and Child Health Disparities in Low-Income U.S. Communities"

"Data-Driven Insights into Maternal and Child Health Inequities in Underserved U.S. Populations"
	

	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 well-organized and thorough, but here are a few suggestions to improve clarity, precision, and impact:

Population Scope: It would be helpful to specify if the studies concentrated on particular racial or ethnic groups (like Black, Hispanic, or Native American communities) to better highlight the equity perspective.

Technological Examples: If possible, mention specific NLP tools or wearable technologies that were utilized, as this would help connect the findings to real-world applications.

Policy Implications: You might want to add a sentence about how these findings could influence maternal health initiatives at the federal or state level (for instance, Medicaid redesign or HRSA programs).

Redundancy in Phrasing: The phrase “disparity identification to disparity elimination” is strong, but rephrasing it for a smoother flow could be beneficial—maybe something like “from identifying disparities to actively working to eliminate them.”

Overuse of Buzzwords: While terms like “ecosystem of community ownership” and “equity-centered dashboard design” are significant, they might be simplified or clarified a bit to prevent jargon fatigue.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript does a great job of being scientifically sound in its approach, methods, and how it interprets the findings. It adds valuable insights to the conversation about maternal health disparities and highlights the importance of data analytics in public health. A few tweaks to improve transparency could really enhance its overall impact.
	

	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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