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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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.

	This manuscript could help reduce maternal and infant mortality, better health outcomes and reduce risk occurrence in pregnancies. It contributes to empowerment of women’s education to improve life, support for families and societal progress
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	I suggest ‘Maternal Education level’ instead of Maternal Education …….. (To be clear and concise).
	

	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.

	Suggest the following omissions be added:256 - 300
1. Main objective of the study be stated
2. Mode of data collection (is it interview/structured questionnaire or both used must be stated)
3. Statistical test for the analysis can be stated for clarity
4. Key word: maternal education level
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1.  Introduction 
 -Research Gap was not clearly stated in the introduction. 
-Study objectives must be stated earlier in the introduction than at the end of the introduction. This will give audience a clear view of the paper. That is before Global evidence……………..(Paul et al., 2022). 
2. Methods
-Not stated whether it was qualitative / quantitative/ mix-method study. This is important to know type of study. 
-Assumption on sample size estimation, how was it generated to arrive at 1,600 
-Data collection mode not stated whether interview/structured questionnaire/ interview-questionnaire used
-Many statistical tests used t-test/Mann Whiney U and Chi-square/Fisher are not clear if data were skewed to employ Mann…U for categorical; Fisher for continuous. Please clarify these tests used
      3. Discussion
I suggest each finding discussed with citations not more than 3 is better that grouping all the citations at the end of a discussion. Please use current reference for the citations. 1994 1997 2001, 2012 etc are more than 10 years

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Current studies must be referencing not more than 10 years. 1994 1997 2001, 2012 etc are more than 10 years.
	

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

	English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.


	

	Optional/General comments

	Good work done but need few corrections to improve the study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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