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	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.


	This manuscript is important because it provides the first systematic evaluation of Nigeria’s Presidential Initiative for Unlocking the Healthcare Value Chain (PVAC) as a governance model for local pharmaceutical manufacturing. It offers evidence-based insights into how coordinated reforms in regulation, procurement, and financing can reduce import dependence and strengthen health security in low- and middle-income countries. By comparing PVAC with global best practices, the study contributes valuable knowledge for policymakers and researchers seeking to advance sustainable health-industrial development.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The topic is clear and descriptive, though it is quite long and heavily focused on governance. 

These are two suggested topics where one will emphasize the initiative and its transformative role in manufacturing, and the other one highlights governance and health security while keeping focus on PVAC and malaria commodities, respectively.

1. “Unlocking Nigeria’s Healthcare Value Chain: A Governance Model for Local Malaria Commodity Production.”

2. “Governance for Health Security: Lessons from Nigeria’s PVAC in Local Malaria Commodity Manufacturing.”


	

	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 following are the Strengths of the Abstract 

· It clearly states the background, methods, results, and conclusion.

· Mentions key outputs of PVAC (coordination, procurement reforms, regulatory improvements).

· Includes keywords relevant for indexing.

The areas of improvement are as follows:

· Clarity and Flow: The abstract is dense and uses technical language that may overwhelm readers. Shorter sentences and clearer transitions would improve readability. 

· Methods Detail: The methods section is unclear, mentioning “document review” without specifying scope or rationale. Adding a phrase on why this method was appropriate would help. 

·   Results Specificity: While outputs are listed, the abstract could briefly highlight why these outputs matter (e.g., improved market predictability, regulatory clarity). 

·   Conclusion Impact: The conclusion should emphasize the broader significance for health security and industrial policy, not just Nigeria.

I therefore suggest that the author:

· Add: A sentence linking PVAC’s reforms to potential health security benefits for LMICs.

·  Delete/Condense: Repetitive phrases like “analysis followed a structured three-pillar coding framework” (can be simplified). 

· Rephrase: Make the conclusion more forward-looking (e.g., “PVAC offers lessons for other African countries seeking pharmaceutical self-sufficiency”).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It provides a rigorous, theory-informed analysis with well-documented evidence. The conclusions logically follow from the data and the conceptual framework.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in your manuscript are generally sufficient and fairly recent, covering key sources from WHO, UNIDO, AUDA-NEPAD, and comparative case studies (India, Bangladesh, Ethiopia). Most citations fall between 2019–2025, which is appropriate for a policy and governance-focused paper.


	

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


	The manuscript meets scholarly standards but would benefit from language polishing to enhance clarity and impact. A professional edit or a thorough revision focusing on sentence structure and readability is recommended.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a strong manuscript with high relevance for policymakers, researchers, and development partners.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

The manuscript meets standard ethical requirements for scholarly publications. No additional ethical concerns need to be addressed.
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