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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 highlights the urgent need for a unified Emergency Medical Technician (EMT) training system in Kenya, addressing critical gaps that affect the quality of emergency medical services. By identifying systemic flaws in current training programs, it provides valuable insights for policymakers and educators aimed at improving healthcare outcomes. The proposed standardization could serve as a model for other countries facing similar challenges, reinforcing the manuscript's relevance in the global discourse on emergency medical services. Ultimately, this work contributes to the broader goal of enhancing public health and saving lives through effective emergency care systems.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Why Kenya Needs a Unified EMT Training System: A Call for Standardization in Emergency Medical Services" is suitable. It clearly conveys the focus of the commentary and highlights the urgency of the issue regarding the need for standardization in EMT training. An alternative title could be "Standardizing EMT Training in Kenya: Essential Steps for Improved Emergency Medical Services." This also emphasizes the need for action while maintaining clarity.


	

	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 generally comprehensive, effectively summarizing the key issues in Kenya's EMT training system and proposing urgent reforms. However, here are some suggestions for improvement:

1. Clarify Purpose: Clearly state the main objective at the beginning, emphasizing the need for standardization.

2. Highlight Key Findings: Include a brief mention of the impact of current training gaps on patient outcomes to strengthen the urgency of the call for action.

3. Add a Conclusion: Conclude with a strong statement about the potential benefits of implementing the proposed reforms.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, presenting a well-researched commentary on the need for a unified Emergency Medical Technician (EMT) training system in Kenya. It effectively identifies critical gaps in the current training framework, supported by relevant data and references. The arguments are logical and grounded in evidence, highlighting the impact of inconsistent training on patient outcomes. Additionally, it provides actionable recommendations for reform, aligning with best practices observed in other countries. Overall, the manuscript contributes meaningfully to discussions on improving emergency medical services in Kenya.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally relevant and provide a solid foundation for the commentary. However, some points could enhance the reference list:

1. Recency: While several references are recent, it would be beneficial to include more studies from 2021 onwards to reflect the latest developments in EMT training and emergency medical services.

2. Diversity of Sources: Adding references from additional countries with successful EMT training models could provide further context and support for the proposed standardization.

Suggested Additional References:

· Recent systematic reviews or guidelines on EMS training from the World Health Organization (WHO).

· Studies detailing the impact of standardized training on patient outcomes in various countries.

Incorporating these references would strengthen the manuscript's credibility and relevance.


	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, well-structured, and uses appropriate terminology related to emergency medical services. However, some areas could benefit from minor grammatical refinements and improvements in conciseness to enhance readability. Overall, the manuscript effectively conveys its message and meets the standards for academic discourse.
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