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	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.


	The manuscript is very important paper that can be contribute a scientific sound to child health services to prevent neonatal tetanus in new-borns which, it may also inform that to improve specially the health care of child health services. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is well stated and indicated that expected outcome along with recommendation and better to narrate with appropriate action verb.
	

	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.


	Virtually the abstract body is well constructed, however there are missed such as study period, study design, sampling method/technique, sample size determination technique, clear target population, and data collection methods.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Assured, it has try to been followed scientific constructed and study ways. But it is better to make clear follow of idea concerning to writing result of study after narrated, it is better the figure indicates with numeric/per cent   and the recommendation should be considered and the conclusion part, it needs to be clear and brief narrated.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Almost, it seems enough, but regarding study period of some study shows too much late like the study period of references number 15& 16 that  shows 2011 above 10 years gaps
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper is held better findings and it requires to consider details result report and to edit highlight to make the best attractive scientific manuscript.
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