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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The manuscript provides a chronological update on the position of traditional medicines and healers and the systemic barriers they have faced over the years, despite their usefulness to the healthcare system, particularly for vulnerable populations. It provides a clear position on the challenges and the mitigation measures that could be used to improve the health system and the provision of care with respect to NCD management in Cameroon. This is useful to the academic world, and it is also an area with limited literature, so this manuscript would be insightful and could drive policy change.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Repositioning Traditional Medicine in Cameroon’s Health System: Policy Barriers and Its Potential Role in Non-Communicable Disease Care
	

	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. However, the aim ‘We seek to find out why the government of Cameroon is reluctant to integrate traditional medical approaches in tackling NCDs’ does not clearly describe what the manuscript addresses.  Rather, this phrase, readjusted from the manuscript, should be considered as a replacement for the above: ‘we seek to review the potential role of traditional medicine in tackling NCDs and policy barriers in official government policy in Cameroon’. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The Manuscript is scientifically correct, as the methodology used can be replicated to obtain the same results. However, parts of the methodology are unclear or missing. This includes a review period that is not clearly stated, and the method of analysis. It will enrich the document if the Author clearly states the period the data collection lasted, how the observatory portion of the study was done, if any tool was used to guide the information being observed, e.g., a checklist and the documents reviewed period, e.g. (Year 2004- 2024)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient. However, many of the references are over 10 years old, and I suggest that the Authors could find more recent documents, especially in areas relevant to NCDs. It is understandable that policies may not have been reviewed for a long time and would therefore be older.
	

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


	The English quality of the manuscript is okay. Although some grammatical changes, punctuation, and capitalisation are needed to make the document more consistent and better.
	

	Optional/General comments


	An interesting topic, and the findings are useful for policy and governance, as they also affect strengthening the health care system in Cameroon, which other African countries can emulate.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

None that I noticed. However, there was no mention of ethical approval for the study from either an academic body or the country’s ethical committee. Since this is a review of government policy, it would be useful to obtain ethical approval for the study. This would give the review some value as an advocacy tool for engaging with the government when published.
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