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General comment:

See below

Specific comments:

See below

Title and abstract

The title is long and not clearly understood. eitér title might be: “A
comparative study of the role of contraceptioneriility rates among
women in rural and urban areas in Nigeria” or “Cacéptive practices
among rural and urban women in Osun State, SoustteweNigeria.”

Lines 15-16: Doesn't read easily as stated: lhondred and thirteen
(83.4%) and 475 (95.4%) of rural and urban respotsdeere aware of
contraceptives with only 86(18.6%) and 239(48.5%hg a method
respectively. It would be more clear to statBour hundred thirteen
rural respondents and 475 urban respondents wexe af/ contraceptive
with only 86 (18.6 %) and 239 (48.5 %) respectiveding a contraceptive
method.”

Lines 23-26: Again, lack of clarity when stated ddven with formal
education had about a half (OR=0.59, C.I=0.45-@18% p=0.001) fold
fertility compared to women with no formal educati®&imilarly women
who used contraceptives have about one-eight (@R+C..1=0.06-0.12
and p=0.019) fold chance of a fertility comparedvtamen not using
contraceptives.” It would be more clear to stafépomen with formal
education had about one-half the fertility rate paned to women with ng
formal education (OR = 0.59, Cl = 0.45 - 0.95,601). Similarly,
women who used contraceptives had about one-eigttility rate
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compared to women not using contraceptives (OR8,@I| = 0.06 —




0.12 and p = 0.001).”

Lines 27-28: |1 am not sure that this is the lsesiclusion, as stated,
“Contraceptive services should be made more aditegsi all women of
child bearing age, most especially those livingural communities”
because the article does not address that muclvé#iability of
contraceptive services, and it does indicate a leighl of awareness of
types of contraceptives in both groups.




Introduction OK
Review of literature (Heading OK
may differ in the case of review

paper)

Materials & methods (Heading OK

may differ in the case of review
paper)

Results & discussion (Heading
may differ in the case of review

paper)

Lines 135 — 179 present very important informatioiVhat | see there is
that the people are aware of types of contracejpii@sible, but there is
very little, if anything, stated about the acceidisitof these services.
Only a very small % cite “too expensive” as a ozaf®or non-use.
Therefore, the previous paragraph is even more asigdd, because the
conclusion that | would draw is that fear of usd ather attitudes are
more important than accessibility in the use oftmreptive services.

I think it would be more helpful to insert the dwa column in Tables I,
II, and Ill, as a greater help in identifying sifjcant differences. This
might even make it unnecessary to add Table V.

Conclusion

I am not sure that this is the best conclusiorstated, “Contraceptive
services should be made more accessible to all warhehild bearing
age, most especially those living in rural commasitbecause the article
does not address that much the availability of remefptive services, and
it does indicate a high level of awareness of tygfentraceptives in
both groups.
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