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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 provides valuable insights into the operational performance, strengths, and challenges of Ayushman Arogya Mandirs (AAMs) in Andhra Pradesh, using a robust mixed-methods approach. It addresses a critical gap in evidence on primary healthcare strengthening under the Ayushman Bharat initiative, offering actionable recommendations for infrastructure, service delivery, and human resource improvements. The study is significant for policymakers, health administrators, and public health researchers, as it highlights both best practices and systemic gaps, contributing to the discourse on achieving Universal Health Coverage and SDGs.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is descriptive, accurately reflects the study’s scope, and captures the mixed-methods approach and geographic focus.
	

	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 and structured, summarizing aim, design, methodology, results, and conclusions. However, it could be slightly improved by including one or two quantified key findings (e.g., exact proportion of facilities meeting IPHS standards or teleconsultation usage rates) to give readers a clearer snapshot of the main results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a clear methodology, appropriate sample selection, and use of both quantitative and qualitative tools. The integration of thematic analysis with facility assessment is a strength. Results are well-presented with supporting tables. The discussion is well-linked to existing literature, highlighting improvements compared to previous studies and remaining challenges. Minor improvement could be made by further elaborating on limitations, such as the restricted geographic coverage to two districts and the purposive sampling for district selection.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, recent, and relevant, covering national policy documents, state data, and comparable studies. Inclusion of more peer-reviewed comparative literature from other Indian states implementing AAM/CPHC models could strengthen generalizability.
	

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


	The language is clear and appropriate for scholarly publication, with only minor grammatical and syntactical errors in a few places that can be easily corrected.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures or schematic diagrams summarizing enablers, barriers, and recommendations could improve readability. Ethical approval and consent are mentioned but could be explicitly stated in a separate section for clarity. Inclusion of cost or resource implications of the recommendations could increase policy relevance.
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