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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 study is significant as it documents a critical gap in the malaria test-and-treat policy for uncomplicated malaria across public and private facilities. Despite high diagnostic testing coverage, inappropriate pre-emptive ACT use and low overall guideline adherence persist, with implications for antimalarial stewardship, resistance prevention, and quality of care in endemic settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title reflects the study focus and setting; however, the term “adequacy” is ambiguous. It should explicitly denote adherence to national or WHO treatment guidelines. In addition, terminology should be standardized to “uncomplicated malaria” throughout to ensure conceptual consistency.
	

	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 and reports key outcomes clearly. However, there is an inconsistency in the reported study year between the abstract and the methods section, which may undermine credibility. Limitations and policy implications are also insufficiently emphasized.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The cross-sectional design is appropriate, and outcome measures are relevant. Nonetheless, inconsistencies in study period reporting and potential contradictions in the diagnostic–treatment flow require clarification. Definitions of “adequate prescription” and adherence scoring are not sufficiently explicit.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes relevant guidelines and regional studies; however, several citations appear irrelevant or outdated for malaria research, which weakens scholarly rigor. Citation formatting is also inconsistent.
	

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


	The manuscript is readable but contains grammatical inconsistencies, non-idiomatic expressions, and variable terminology. Some sections are verbose and repetitive, particularly in the Results and Discussion.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study benefits from a broad facility sample and practical indicators of prescribing behavior. However, interpretation would benefit from deeper analysis of differences between public and private facilities and system-level drivers of non-adherence.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Ethics, consent, and confidentiality are stated, but approval details (committee, ID, date) are incomplete.
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