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	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 malaria management challenges. 

It highlights major obstacles such a lack of supplies and insufficient training, providing data to support changes in health policy and improve malaria case management locally and internationally.
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	 Article title is clear, specific, and exactly reflects the study’s objectives and scope.
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	The abstract could add numerical values of results on diagnostic and prescription adequacy for clarity.

A brief statement on statistical significance would strengthen scientific rigor.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Discuss why 63 physicians were sufficient for representativeness in the sample.
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	A few typos can be fixed, such as "continues training" becoming "continuous training."
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Ensure that figure titles and table captions are formatted properly
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