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	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 important as it highlights the continued inequality in health care quality and availability between urban and rural settings in low-income countries
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, but the scope of the manuscript covers both access and quality of services and this should reflect in the title

Access, availability and quality of primary health care services: a comparative study of rural and urban facilities in Rivers State.  
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Needs revision
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	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is about primary health care and should begin with a definition of primary health care, followed by the epidemiology and then the statement of problems and the gaps identified.
Access to care is multifactorial, and includes patient factors which could be cultural, financial or behavioural

Even health worker attitudes can affect uptake of care at the PHC levels. These needs to have been considered

The author needs to clarify how he selected the facilities for sampling. Was it by convenience or what was the sampling technique?
The variables in Table 3a do not speak to the affordability of services

The variables in Table 4a do not speak to ease of access

The variables in Table 5a do not speak to effectiveness  
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