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	[bookmark: PART__1:_Comments]PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	· The manuscript provides one of the few systematic audits of prescription-writing quality in obstetrics– gynecology outpatient care, a high-risk and understudied medication-safety domain
· The study advances scientific understanding of how documentation practices influence patient-safety vulnerabilities
· It adds valuable empirical data on the association between polypharmacy and error frequency, supporting global initiatives to strengthen safe prescribing in ambulatory care
· The findings offer actionable benchmarks to guide institutions in improving prescription clarity, standardizing formats, and developing targeted prescriber-education or e-prescribing interventions
· Provides evidence that can inform policy development, accreditation alignment, and future multicenter research aimed at enhancing medication safety in maternal health services
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Title is generally suitable, but it can be made better. Suggestion: “Assessing Medication Errors and WHO Standard Adherence in Obstetrics–Gynecology Outpatient Prescribing: A Cross-Sectional Audit”
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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.
	· Please briefly indicate whether you are focusing on errors in prescription writing only or also on dispensing or administration, as the term “medication errors” is very broad
· Please clarify the sampling method (random vs consecutive) to ensure methodological consistency
· Please clarify if the WHO-based checklist is a locally adapted tool or a validated instrument
· Please specify the type of regression used in one brief phrase
· Please add the magnitude of the association with p-value
· Please avoid implying causality, such as “to reduce preventable harm,” since the study did not assess actual clinical outcomes
· [bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Please ensure that each recommended intervention is linked to the specific pattern of error observed
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally, the manuscript is scientifically sound in its objectives, dataset, and general methodological framework
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references are generally relevant
· Please ensure that the reference list follows journal formatting guidelines
· As a suggestion to strengthens the manuscript and providing a real-world, evidence-based example of a successful systems-level strategy shown to reduce medication errors:
“These unmodeled factors likely include crucial systems-level and human elements such as prescriber workload, environmental stressors, high patient load, or the absence of digital prescribing tools and system-level interventions. Recent evidence demonstrates that the combined application of Lean and Six Sigma methodologies can significantly optimize workflow efficiency and reduce medication-related errors, offering a structured, evidence-based pathway for addressing these system deficiencies (https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC11056219/). This finding emphasizes the need to look
beyond the clinical decision (polypharmacy) and address systematic deficiencies to achieve comprehensive error reduction”
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	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	· The manuscript is generally clear; However, please ensure English proofreading is completed to maintain grammatical consistency, avoid spelling mistakes, tense consistency, and ensure a uniform concise academic tone throughout the text.
· [bookmark: Optional/General_comments]Use consistent terminology throughout.
	

	Optional/General comments
	· Please expand the explanation of why generic name non-compliance is so high in your context
· Please acknowledge additional limitations such as lack of inter-rater reliability assessment, potential prescriber clustering effects, or reliance on paper-based records
· Please state which interventions are most feasible in a resource-limited setting rather than listing all possible improvements equally.
Please justify the recommendation for e-prescribing by linking it to evidence on reduced errors, not only desirable theoretical benefits.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
[bookmark: _GoBack]No ethical issues
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