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	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 represents a timely and thorough examination of the operational performance, strengths, and challenges of Ayushman Arogya Mandirs (AAMs) in Andhra Pradesh through a mixed-methods approach. As India forge ahead towards Universal Health Coverage (UHC) and strengthens primary healthcare under the Ayushman Bharat initiative, the evaluation of infrastructure, service delivery, and digital integration presented in this manuscript is highly relevant. The integration of quantitative facility assessments with qualitative stakeholder viewpoint adds robustness to the findings, offering actionable insights for health policymakers, program implementers, and researchers. By recognizing critical enablers, barriers, and targeted recommendations, the study contributes meaningfully to the scholarly and practical discourse on optimizing primary healthcare delivery systems in low- and middle-income settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the study, “Assessing implementation, promoting facilitators and overcoming barriers - an assessment of Ayushman Arogya Mandirs in Andhra Pradesh by Mixed Methods approach,” is generally appropriate for the content and objectives of the study. It communicates the focus on examining the deployment, identifying facilitators, and addressing barriers in the functioning of Ayushman Arogya Mandirs, while also specifying the geographic scope (Andhra Pradesh) and methodological approach (mixed methods). However, the phrasing could be more concise and avoid repetition of “assessment.” An ideal alternative is: “Implementation Assessment of Ayushman Arogya Mandirs in Andhra Pradesh: A Mixed-Methods Study of Facilitators and Barriers”, which is clearer, avoids redundancy, and uses terminology relevant to healthcare researchers and policymakers.
	

	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 paper's abstract is generally comprehensive and effectively communicates the core focus, objectives, and contributions of the research. It starts by clearly identifying the aim of assessing the performance, challenges, and best practices of Ayushman Arogya Mandirs (AAMs) in Andhra Pradesh, using a blended-methods approach. The study depicts its evaluation of infrastructure, service delivery, and community views, and highlights key achievements such as teleconsultation uptake, diagnostic availability, and the Family Doctor Program, alongside notable gaps in infrastructure and emergency services. The recommendations given are relevant and actionable, aiming at strengthening referral systems, infrastructure upgrades, and digital platform optimization. However, the abstract could be improved by briefly stating the sample size and participant profile to enhance methodological clarity, and by adding a concluding sentence that emphasizes the broader policy and public health implications, particularly its relevance to health system strengthening and Universal Health Coverage.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate and coherent in current public health research and practices. It starts by establishing the relevant and pressing issue in primary healthcare delivery, the operational performance, strengths, and challenges of Ayushman Arogya Mandirs (AAMs) in the context of India’s push towards Universal Health Coverage. A blended-methods approach was used by the authors, integrating quantitative facility evaluations with qualitative stakeholder interviews, which strengthens the methodological rigor and solidify the validity of the findings. The evaluation of infrastructure, service delivery, medicine and diagnostic availability, and digital health integration reflects a nuanced understanding of real-world health system performance. Moreso, the study emphasis on both enablers and barriers, aided by actionable policy recommendations, demonstrates strong theoretical grounding and practical relevance. Overall, the study design, data analysis, and conclusions drawn from the evidence appear sound, coherent, and justified.
	

	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 well-curated, providing a good mix of policy documents, government reports, and relevant peer-reviewed studies. However, a notable portion of the cited literature is more than three or more years old, and the manuscript would benefit from incorporating additional recent peer-reviewed articles (2022–2025) that focus on primary healthcare performance evaluations, digital health integration, and health systems strengthening in low and middle income countries. Including such sources would enhance the contemporary relevance and scholarly depth of the Study.


	

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


	The language and english quality of the study are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript adopts appropriate technical and sector-specific terminology, effectively conveying complex concepts related to primary healthcare delivery, infrastructure assessment, and digital health integration. However, occasional issues with sentence structure, redundancy, and typographical errors (e.g., “uniterrupted” instead of “uninterrupted”) may affect readability. Some sentences are lengthy and could be refined for conciseness, while minor inconsistencies in abbreviation use and formatting should be addressed for greater clarity. With targeted grammatical, stylistic, and formatting improvements, the manuscript would meet the standard expected in academic publications and effectively communicate its contributions to the public health and health policy research community.
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