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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.


	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically good. It fully reflects the principles of digital epidemiology and rightly recognizes the complex, multi-faceted issues associated with low-resource environments. The reasoning and evidence used to support the arguments are logical and supported.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It is well-defined, descriptive, and it is a true representation of the overall coverage of the manuscript. You can make it more effective by just adding a title that highlights the main conflict that the paper is going to discuss:Digital Epidemiology in Low-Resource Settings: Bridging Promise and Reality.
	

	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 quite extensive, although it can be improved somewhat. Addition Suggestions: Methodology: Brief description of the type of study (narrative study). E.g. we could add the phrase: This narrative review, synthesizing recent literature, analyzes the evolution..Critical Gap: Clearly indicate one of the critical issues in the paper that is covered, like "data bias" or funding sustainability" to make the promise and the pitfalls more balanced upfront in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically valid. It displays a good grasp of the main principles of digital epidemiology and reflects the multi-faceted nature of how it is applied in low-resource regions correctly. The presented arguments are backed by existing evidence, and the discussion of issues (infrastructure, data bias, ethics) and opportunities (mobile penetration, community engagement) is well-balanced and consistent with the existing literature in global digital health.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list of references is adequate and very up-to-date, including most publications published in 2024 and 2025, which is strong as a review article. They belong to credible sources and are selected appropriately to back up the story. There are no other references to be indicated.
	

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


	Yes, the language is of the high quality and fully appropriate to scholarly communication. The tone is scholarly, the sentence structure is usually clear and the terms used are specific. Flow proofreading is suggested only to a small extent.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a great, comprehensive, and effective narrative review. It could also be improved by the inclusion of a short "Methods" section stating the literature search strategy, which would make it more rigorous and consistent with the usual practice of systematic or scoping reviews and make an already impressive manuscript.
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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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