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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 manuscript is timely and significant as it addresses one of the most critical aspects of global public health, equity in healthcare delivery. By focusing on community-based healthcare as a driver for achieving Universal Health Coverage (UHC), the paper contributes to ongoing policy debates and strategic frameworks. The evidence presented aligns with Sustainable Development Goal 3 (Good Health and Well-being) and offers valuable insights for low- and middle- income countries (LMICs). It serves as a useful resource for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners in global health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is clear, informative, and reflects the main theme of the manuscript. It effectively communicates the focus on community-based healthcare and its relevance to health equity and UHC.

Alternate or possible Title: “Community-Based Healthcare Systems: A Strategic Lever for Achieving Health Equity and Universal Coverage”
	




	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 covers the key components of the manuscript: background, rationale, methodology, findings, and conclusion. However, it could be improved by briefly highlighting the geographic scope of evidence and by summarizing the main conclusions in more measurable terms.
Suggestions:
The abstract - He needs to add more information. He should provide concise summary of the research or other scholarly document. He should give readers a quick overview of the key points of the study, including adding more content in its purpose, methodology, results, and conclusions. Typically 150 to 300 words
Without the full abstract text, a detailed assessment is not possible. The writer should consider revising the manuscript for completeness and a comprehensive abstract.
The following sections of the manuscript require further development and the inclusion of relevant scholarly sources to enhance clarity, depth, and academic rigor:
Purpose of the Study: The rationale and objectives should be clearly articulated, supported by recent literature that highlights the significance and relevance of the research topic.
Methodology: Details regarding the study design, sample size determination, sampling techniques, data collection instruments, and analytical tools should be thoroughly described. Justification for the chosen methods should be grounded in established methodological frameworks.
Results: The results section should be expanded to include both statistical and contextual interpretations of the findings. Where applicable, comparisons with existing studies should be made to demonstrate the study’s contribution to current knowledge.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, I believe that the standard scientific methods were followed, and based on the study topic, the manuscript tends to be scientifically correct.
The methodology is clearly described and justified but needs adjustment.
	




	
	Data collection and analysis are clear.
Conclusions are drawn from results, without exaggeration.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and relevant. However, the manuscript would benefit from including more recent studies (past 2– 3 years) related to community health worker (CHW) integration and post-pandemic healthcare models.
Suggested additions:
· WHO (2023) policy briefs on UHC.
· Recent peer-reviewed articles on digital health tools in community settings.
Additional cite Community-Based Healthcare as a Catalyst for Advancing Health Equity and Universal Health Coverage , healthcare financing, and access to medicine if available
Additional community based health reports on esif available Additional country-specific policy documents or peer-reviewed studies on Community-Based Healthcare as a Catalyst for Advancing Health Equity and Universal Health Coverage
	




	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English in the title and form appears understandable but could benefit from minor academic enhancement for clarity and fluency.

Yes, the manuscript is written in clear and scholarly English. Some minor grammatical improvements or restructuring of long sentences may be beneficial, but overall the language quality supports academic publication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The author has made a commendable effort in presenting the research. The paper demonstrates a clear understanding of the subject matter and contributes meaningfully to the field. However, addressing the minor errors identified during the review, will significantly enhance the overall quality.

Also, the study is a well-researched and timely review that fills a gap in the existing literature on equitable healthcare models. The authors may consider adding a case study or real-world policy example to strengthen practical relevance. Once these revisions are made, the manuscript will be well-positioned for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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