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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 a rare, integrated cross-commodity analysis of local manufacturing capacity for malaria commodities in a high-burden, malaria-endemic country, filling a critical evidence gap in global health and industrial policy research. By examining ACTs, APIs, LLINs, and RDTs within a unified framework, it advances scientific understanding of regulatory readiness, financing, procurement, and supply-chain dynamics jointly shape manufacturing performance. The findings offer transferable insights for researchers, policymakers, and development partners seeking to strengthen health security and promote sustainable local production in low- and middle-income countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, but it could be modified as “Assessing Nigeria’s Readiness for Local Manufacturing of Malaria Commodities: Capacity, Constraints, and Policy Implications.”
	

	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, but the authors need to state that it’s a secondary analysis of a consultant-led readiness assessment.
The findings could be summarised to make it more concise
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, and its conclusions are supported by credible data sources, appropriate analytical frameworks, and alignment with existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references appear relevant and broadly appropriate, encompassing key policy documents, regulatory frameworks, and literature on local manufacturing in global health contexts.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication, with appropriate use of technical terminology and a formal academic tone throughout. However, the manuscript would benefit from minor to moderate language editing to improve clarity, conciseness, and consistency, particularly by reducing overly long sentences, correcting occasional grammatical errors, and eliminating repetition. These issues do not detract from the scientific content but should be addressed to enhance readability and meet the standards of an international peer-reviewed journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript tackles a highly relevant and timely policy and public health issue. It provides a comprehensive assessment of Nigeria’s emerging capacity for local manufacturing of malaria commodities, drawing on rich, multi-source data. The topic is well-aligned with global discussions on health security, supply-chain resilience, and African industrialization. Notably, the paper’s cross-commodity scope covering ACTs, APIs, LLINs, and RDTs is a major strength, setting it apart from studies with a narrower focus.
Review comments

This manuscript addresses a highly relevant and timely policy and public health issue. It exploits Nigeria’s capacity for local manufacturing of malaria commodities using a rich and multi-source assessment. The topic aligns well with global discussions on health security, supply-chain resilience, and African industrialization. The paper’s cross-commodity scope (ACTs, APIs, LLINs, RDTs) is a major strength and differentiates it from more narrowly focused studies. However, the following should be addressed to make the article better

ABSTRACT

1. You need to expressly state that this is a secondary analysis of a consultant-led readiness assessment rather than an independent primary data collection. This improves transparency and manages reader expectations

2. The findings can be summarized to reduce abstract length

INTRODUCTION

1. Information on global malaria statistics could be condensed to allow more focus on the knowledge gap

2. The introduction should clearly emphasize why existing assessments are insufficient

3. You can add a short paragraph stating what this paper adds beyond existing reports and policy documents

METHODOLOGY

1. The paper relies heavily on consultant-led assessments. I suggest, it should clearly state the authors’ role in data generation Vs synthesis

2. The manuscript did not clearly explain how facilities were selected. whether all known manufacturers were included or only those assessed under PVAC/NMEP

FINDINGS

1. Reduce repetition. Similar constraints (PQ barriers, financing, imports) are repeated across commodities.

2. You can also consider summarizing common constraints in a comparative table or synthesis paragraph.

DISCUSSION

1. The discussion should also focus more on the three research questions stated in the Introduction.

CONCLUSION

1. You can also briefly address whether Nigeria’s experience offers lessons for other malaria-endemic countries.

LIMITATIONS

1. Can be expanded to include reliance on consultant-led and secondary data, potential reporting bias from manufacturers, absence of cost-effectiveness or price competitiveness analysis, and limited assessment of end-user (health system) readiness
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