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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 will inform decision-making processes by the relevant authorities in maternal and child health.

Gynaecologists and Obstetricians would find this study useful in their jobs.

This study will  be used to strategising the tools used in behavioural change communication as touching maternal health.

Researchers in the field of child and maternal health will be able to continue their studies based on the gaps identified in this manuscript.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this article is too long for comprehension. It will be nice if the title could be shortened to: “Prevalence of Harmful Practices and Maternal Risk Factors for Preterm Premature Rupture of Membranes: A Systematic  Review“
	

	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 should follow the guidelines set for the journal. If the author(s) are using the block format, they should stick to it in the writing of the abstract. The “Key Words” should be re-written after recasting  the title of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. Despite being a Systematic Review, where the author(s) used secondary data, they still needed to include it under the “Ethical Considerations Section” in the ‘Methodology.’ However, the author(s) should add more to the “Discussion Section” because it too shallow or scanty. There’s a repetition of one Reference (i.e. Page, M. J. …, hence the author(s) should delete one and retain the other one.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent.
	

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


	The English Language used for this article is suitable for scientific communication. However, some of the sentences would need to be edited, in order to beautify it grammatical expressions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author(s) should work on the above comments before the manuscript is accepted for publication.
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