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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript addresses an important yet underexplored intersection between language education and healthcare training in West Africa, providing valuable empirical data on French language proficiency training in Ghanaian nursing and midwifery education. The study provides a quantitative assessment of student competencies and perceptions, offering practical insights into regional communication needs, particularly in light of ECOWAS integration and the multilingual nature of neighboring countries. The findings on the gap between theoretical knowledge and practical application, along with the impact of language barriers on service delivery, have broader implications for educational policy decisions in health and language education. This finding informs evidence-based curriculum development for multilingual healthcare professionals in border regions and international settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly suitable, but it is slightly long and could be made more concise. Suggested alternative:

“Evaluating French Language Training in Ghanaian Nursing and Midwifery Education: Relevance and Effectiveness”
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive but could be improved: 1) Include the actual response rate (326/400, 81.5%), 2) Specify the sampling method used (multi-stage sampling from 8 of 16 regions), 3) Reduce repetitive reporting of similar mean scores, 4) Strengthen the conclusion with more specific recommendations rather than general statements about "reinforcing practical language use."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound; however, it has several areas that require improvement. 1) Methodology: The multi-stage sampling process requires a clearer description - specifically, how were the eight regions selected from the 16? 2) Statistical analysis: Claims of using "inferential statistics" but only descriptive statistics are presented, 3) Sample size calculation: Well done and appropriate, 4) Data collection: Online questionnaire approach is appropriate, 5) Missing: No mention of questionnaire validation or pilot testing, 6) Response rate analysis: 81.5% response rate is good but no analysis of non-responders.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly sufficient and include some recent publications, particularly in African education and policy. However, it would benefit from including one to two additional papers. Suggestions for strengthening: 1) More comparative studies on language training in healthcare education from other African contexts, 2) Recent literature on language anxiety in professional education, 3) Studies on assessment methods for professional language competency.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The English quality is generally acceptable for scholarly communication but would benefit from minor editing. Issues include: 1) Some grammatical inconsistencies, 2) Occasional awkward phrasing that could be simplified, 3) Minor typographical errors, 4) Some overly complex sentences. Professional copyediting would enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	More attention could be given to how these findings compare with neighboring francophone countries or with global best practices in healthcare language training.

The discussion could benefit from a more critical analysis of the findings rather than a primarily confirmatory discussion.
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