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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 paper looks at how private health schools in Mali, especially the "Le Bouctou" network, help fill gaps in the country's health workforce. The AMAQ-SUP quality assurance system gives an assessment based on facts and connects training results to job needs. The results are important for lawmakers, people in charge of education, and people working in global health, especially in sub-Saharan Africa, where private education is becoming more important for health workers. The study gives useful suggestions for doing things and finds holes in the system, which makes it useful for creating good partnerships between the government and the business sector.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the study’s content. It specifies the core topic (private health schools and workforce shortages) and the case study location. No changes are needed.


	

	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 background, methods, findings, and conclusions are all in the well-structured abstract. It does a good job of explaining how important the study is. To make it stronger, I think you should add a short sentence about the study's limitations before the conclusion: “However, the study is limited by its focus on a single institutional network, which may limit its generalisability, and by its reliance on self-reported employment data, which may overestimate placement rates.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study's methods are strong; it uses clear sampling, a variety of data collection methods, and the right statistics and thematic analyses. It makes sense to use the AMAQ-SUP structure, and using three sources to back it up makes it more valid. The discussion makes good connections between the results and other research, and the facts back up the conclusions. It might be a little better if you went into more detail about the limits and possible biases in the interpretation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent, relevant, and sufficient. They include authoritative sources from the WHO, the World Bank, and peer-reviewed literature (2018–2024). I recommend adding one or two references on graduate tracking systems in low- and middle-income countries to contextualise the employment monitoring gap noted in the study.


	

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


	The language is clear, businesslike, and right for a scholarly journal. Some minor changes to the grammar could make it easier to read, but they wouldn't change what you understand.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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