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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript)


	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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.

	Maternal health care and services have an important effect on maternal and perinatal health. The scoping review is timely and have shown strategies that have been introduced during and after the Covid-19 pandemic in sub-Saharan countries. The WHO reports show a higher rate of maternal mortality in this part of the world compared to the other countries in LMIC. 
	




PART 2.1 (Objective Publication)

	


	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the paper? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 
This section should be shortened to be aligned to the format of writing for this journal. The narrative is too long and appears like a textbook. Diagrams should be deleted and replaced with references. Some of the terms and definitions are better explained under METHODS. The aim of the study is clear. 
	

	5. Are the objectives clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
As the Covid-19 was experiences throughout the world please include some references that shows the experiences in other LMIC. 
It would he good if data related to maternal mortality and perinatal mortality before, during and after the pandemic was included to support the discussion. 
	

	7. Is the literature review recent?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	8. Is the literature search methodology explained properly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	9. Is the Critical analysis of literature done?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
Suggest that this area be explored further by comparing the maternal health indices in sub Saharan countries with other African countries 
	

	10. Is Identification of research gaps/future directions done ?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
Reference has been made to gaps.
More specific measures would be useful for policy makers; access to services in relation to emerging technology in the rural areas will always be an issue. Provision of health care to pregnant mothers during times of conflict and pandemics require more detailed information. Political commitment by countries to meet the Sustainable Goals of halfing the maternal mortality could be explored including success stories. 
	

	11. Are the conclusions logically arrived?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
The conclusions have been written well in logical sequence. However, the narration does not include specific examples based on the 15 studies. Instead of making general comments like ‘’many countries, in some studies’’, include specific examples- e.g. in Nigeria… Show evidence how some of the data supports specific statements e.g. Adolescent pregnancies, absorptive capacity- which countries etc. Provide specific information or evidence that will support the statements under Policy Implications.
	

	12. Are the limitations of the paper discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
As the quality of the studies were not evaluated, these limitations should be stated. 15 studies were included. The inclusion and exclusion criteria could be stated explicitly. Please confirm if on English Language studies were included. What was the time period for inclusion in this study? 
	

	13. What is the Quality of references (i.e. from peer reviewed authentic sources)
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	14. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	4
The narration is written in good English Language.
	



[bookmark: _GoBack]PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes

Specific examples of countries would improve the narration
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

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

	No
	



PART 3


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	
This scoping review is well written. However, the narration should include specific examples to support many of the statement in the Discussion.
It may be considered for publication after minor revision.
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