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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

1. There are several factors that explain demand for health 
insurance. While access to healthcare services are 
enhanced by insurance it does not guarantee utilisa tion. 
Even if premiums are waived for some groups in soci ety, 
such groups may still not enrol. For instance, desp ite free 
insurance for pregnant women in Ghana, 30% of eligi ble 
persons still opted out. The authors could have gon e 
deeper.  
2. I do not see the need for Table 1 and the inform ation 
contained therein. It can be taken out since the ob jective of 
the study is to “… examine the challenges associate d with 
the three dimensions of UHC”  

 

Minor  REVISION 
comments 
 

 
Kindly recast the sentence in line 64, especially the first part. 
Similarly, in lines 92 and 94 check the subject-verb agreement. 
E.g. HMOs have… or HMO has. In line 123, put a comma after 
hoped. 
In line 144, was should be changed to were. E.g. data were. All 
similar cases in the manuscript should be corrected.   

 

Optional /General  
comments 
 

The manuscript needs proof reading to correct all grammatical 
and spelling mistakes. In line 48, there should be a space after 
the reference. Please proof read the manuscript and correct all 
typos.  
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