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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 a timely and important contribution that explores the evolving role of Health Information Technology (Health IT) in transforming public health surveillance during the pandemic era. It synthesizes examples from various global responses and illustrates how digital health tools—such as contact tracing apps, electronic health records (EHR), and AI-powered analytics—have been leveraged to strengthen disease monitoring. It is particularly relevant in the post-COVID-19 landscape, where health systems must adapt rapidly to emerging threats and adopt robust digital infrastructures. The paper provides an interdisciplinary overview useful for policymakers, public health professionals, and IT developers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the content.

Optionally, to increase clarity, a suggestion could be:

“Code Against Contagion: The Role of Health Information Technology in Transforming Public Health Surveillance during Pandemics”
	

	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.


	Partially. The abstract captures the main topic but could be improved by:

· Clarifying the objectives of the review early in the abstract.

· Including a brief mention of methodology, such as scope of literature reviewed or key themes.

· Adding a more concrete conclusion or summary statement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is conceptually sound and aligns with current trends in digital health and surveillance.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, most references are recent (2020–2023) and relevant.
Suggested additions:

· WHO (2022). Global Strategy on Digital Health 2020–2025
· Eysenbach, G. (2021). Digital health in the COVID-19 pandemic: Lessons learned.
Also consider adding regional examples from LMICs where infrastructure challenges affect Health IT integration.
	

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


	Not fully.
The writing is mostly clear but contains:

· Several  overly long sentences

· Inconsistent terminology (e.g., use of “IT”, “health IT”, “digital tools” interchangeably)

· Minor grammatical issues
A thorough language edit is recommended to improve flow and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Consider including a summary table or figure mapping the types of digital tools used, countries, and outcomes.

· Ethical considerations and data protection laws (e.g., GDPR, HIPAA) could be briefly discussed.

· Suggest adding a future directions section: what gaps remain and what innovations are needed?
The manuscript is relevant and timely, but it requires improved structure, 

enhanced clarity in writing, and stronger methodological framing for it to reach publishable standard.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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