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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 provide evidence from 322 frontline health workers showing that the underfunding of public healthcare system in South Africa causes adverse consequences. In addition, the findings provide valuable evidence for Resource-Limited Settings facing similar circumstances. The quantification of the staff shortage (91%), the lack of resources (71%), and the increase in litigation (77%) informs evidence-based policy making. By drawing a connection between these three vital challenges with the achievement of
SDG3 as well as the brain drain, this research has implications for strengthening healthcare systems in low-resource regions globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	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.
	Include specific quantitative findings to strengthen impact (e.g., "91% of respondents identified staff shortages, 77% reported increased litigation")
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Appropriate mixed-methods design with good response rate (89%)
Reliability testing using Cronbach's Alpha (>0.60). The paper mentions chi-square tests and p-values but doesn't report actual statistical values, confidence intervals, or significance levels for the findings presented. The core findings appear valid but need stronger methodological support.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Include as well latest references from 2024-2025.
	

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

	Optional/General comments
	This manuscript addresses a critical healthcare issue with significant policy implications for South Africa and other developing nations. While the empirical data from frontline workers provides valuable insights, several areas warrant strengthening:The paper would benefit from a stronger theoretical grounding. Consider incorporating health systems frameworks or theories of resource allocation to better contextualize the findings. Regarding comparative analysis, the discussion could be enriched by comparing South Africa's healthcare outcomes with similar countries. Weak statistical reporting without p-values, confidence intervals, or proper analysis
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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