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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 highly significant for the scientific community as it comprehensively addresses the evolving role of digital epidemiology in low-resource settings, a critical yet underexplored area of public health. By highlighting the interplay between technological innovations, community engagement, and infrastructural limitations, it provides valuable insights into how digital tools can enhance disease surveillance and outbreak response in contexts with limited resources.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Digital Epidemiology in Low-Resource Settings: Trends, Challenges, and Future Directions,” is clear and adequately reflects the scope of the manuscript, emphasizing both the context (low-resource settings) and the focus (trends, challenges, and future directions in digital epidemiology).
	

	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 generally comprehensive, effectively summarizing the relevance, opportunities, and challenges of digital epidemiology in low-resource settings. However, it could be strengthened by briefly mentioning specific examples of platforms like mTrac, DHIS2, or AfyaData, including a short note on the narrative review methodology, and explicitly highlighting the paper’s strategic recommendations for future implementation. Condensing some sentences for clarity would also improve readability without losing key information
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It accurately describes the principles and applications of digital epidemiology, its relevance in low-resource settings, and the integration of technologies such as mobile platforms, AI, and open-source tools. The discussion of challenges, including infrastructure limitations, data quality, human resource gaps, ethical and governance issues, is consistent with current literature. The examples provided, such as mTrac, DHIS2, and AfyaData, are factual and appropriately contextualized. Overall, the manuscript reflects up-to-date knowledge and demonstrates scientific rigor in presenting both opportunities and constraints of digital epidemiology in resource-limited environments.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are largely sufficient and recent, with most sources published between 2020 and 2025, covering key areas such as digital epidemiology, mobile health, AI integration, community engagement, and low-resource settings.
	

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


	A few minor improvements could further enhance the manuscript’s readability and flow. Some sentences are lengthy and could be split to improve clarity and comprehension. Additionally, certain ideas are repeated across different sections and could be condensed to avoid redundancy. Refining or adding transitional phrases between paragraphs would also help create a smoother, more cohesive narrative
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript provides a thorough and timely review of digital epidemiology in low-resource settings, effectively highlighting both the potential and the challenges of implementing digital health innovations. It combines technical, ethical, and practical considerations, offering valuable insights for researchers.
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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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