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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	The role of PUSKESMAS in Indonesia's healthcare system is highlighted in this manuscript, showcasing its important position in primary health services. By analyzing patient visit data, it shows clear evidence of the growing use of PUSKESMAS, which is vital for healthcare delivery. This research provides important information about patient demographics and clinic performance, helping to improve service quality and access. The results are relevant for policymakers and healthcare providers looking to enhance primary care in Indonesia.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is somewhat lengthy and can be simplified and made more concise to: The Curative Role of the Main Primary Health Facility in Indonesia: Analyzing Patient Visits at a Single PUSKESMAS with a Focus on General and Maternal-Child Health Clinics.
	

	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.


	yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has solid elements, but the methodology section can be improved by adding how the data was collected. Were there specific criteria for patient inclusion? How was data recorded?
It is also difficult to gauge the importance of the trends without the context of some statistical comparisons or significance tests in the data analysis. Adding some statistical comparisons or significance tests would strengthen the findings.

Connecting the results in the results interpretation back to existing studies would frame the results in a broader context and highlight its significance.

In retrospective study claiming that no ethical approval is needed is valid, but how patient confidentiality is protected should still be stated for transparency.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I strongly recommend adding more recent studies on COVID-19's impact on healthcare, for example a study that analyzes how PUSKESMAS adapted or changed in response to the pandemic would be beneficial.

Adding a current evaluation of the National Health Insurance in the references section would also be ideal, especially article on how JKN (Jaminan Kesehatan Nasional) is currently performing and what improvements have been observed post-pandemic could be helpful.

Addition of reference focusing on the challenges faced by healthcare workers during and after the pandemic could help provide context for the staffing issues mentioned.
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	I suggest that the authors carefully review and revise the manuscript to correct any grammatical errors and inconsistent capitalization.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Franka Anyama Undie, Peoples Friendship University of Russia, Russia
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

