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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.


	  This manuscript addresses a highly relevant public health problem in an underserved ASAL setting and contributes context-specific empirical evidence on community-based referral systems for maternal and neonatal health. The mixed-methods quasi-experimental design, large sample size, and detailed analysis of referral strategies and health system factors are commendable. The paper is largely methodologically sound, well-referenced, and policy-relevant.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, specific, and informative.
	

	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.


	Let me suggest the following: 

Background

Specify why Isiolo County was selected (ASAL characteristics, pastoralist population) in one concise sentence!

Methodology

Clarify the sample size per arm explicitly in the abstract and briefly describe the nature of the intervention (e.g., a structured training package).

Results

Please avoid listing too many variables; prioritize the most policy-relevant findings. Consider including effect size or odds ratio in addition to p-values for at least one major outcome!


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically sound, policy relevant, and suitable for publication after addressing the outlined clarifications, consistency issues, and minor editorial refinements. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please remove duplicate references (e.g., Sharew et al. appears twice)!


	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 The manuscript presents valuable empirical evidence on the roles of frontline health workers, referral strategies, and health system factors that influence maternal and neonatal outcomes, particularly within the Kenyan context. The requested revisions are primarily clarificatory and editorial in nature and do not detract from the overall quality or contribution of the manuscript. Addressing them will further strengthen clarity, internal consistency, and presentation.

 Methodological clarification: For the journal readers, clearly reconcile and explain the discrepancies in reported sample sizes across sections and tables, and define key operational terms such as “successful referral.”

Results presentation: Correct minor typographical errors and ensure percentages and totals are internally consistent. Please avoid interpretive language when describing statistically non-significant findings.

Discussion and conclusion: Reduce repetition between results and discussion. The authors should emphasize substantive interpretation and policy implications rather than statistical values (e.g., p-values) in the conclusion!

Editorial refinements: Please remove residual drafting artifacts (e.g., “Show thinking”). Ensure uniform formatting and consistency in references and terminology!

This is a high-quality, policy-relevant manuscript addressing an important gap in maternal and neonatal health systems research, particularly within arid and semi-arid regions of Kenya. The study design is appropriate, the analysis is largely robust, and the findings are consistent with existing evidence while offering meaningful local insights. 

Issues to address


There are notable inconsistencies in sample size reporting (e.g., N=260 vs N=466) that must be clarified before publication.


Some tables contain minor formatting and percentage inconsistencies.


The manuscript would benefit from a brief, explicit limitations subsection.


Interpretation of non-significant findings should be more cautious in a few places.

Recommendation

I recommend acceptance pending minor revisions. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No.
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