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Reviewer's report:

The manuscript is much improved and ready for publication. | however insist that
more clarity be provided in a few areas which am sure authors can address:

Minor essential revisions:

- Please explain the reimbursement for avacuation/referral clearly. authors
should clearly state the evacuation/referral that HELP povided for. On page 8 in
the second para., authors say that services are free in regional and national
referral hospitals for referred children and pregnant women, are services free as
government policy or free because they are reimbursed by the NGO?

- The last sentence of the same para 8. says that the NGO reimbursed costs for
referrals of children and pregnannt women carried out by the district ambulance.
Did the NGO only reimburse transport costs for referral? since the sentence
before says services are free for referred children and pregnant women?

- First para on page 19 says that if children and women are evacuated or go on
their own to higher levels in teh pyramid, they have to pay.

Authours should reconcile these issues please.

Page 24, the citation above in bracket is retained but | can't see where this
citation is, is it the quote? I think it can be deleted without losing the message.

Page 28: Perhaps the Nigerien context in particular? why do you put a question
mark at the end?
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