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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 addresses a critical bottleneck in global health: the gap between the existence of medical tools (vaccines/antivirals) and their actual delivery in resource-constrained settings. By synthesizing the intersection of digital health and community-led interventions, the paper provides a timely roadmap for achieving the WHO 2030 hepatitis B elimination targets.

Its focus on the care cascade offers a structured way for policymakers in Low- and Middle-Income Countries (LMICs) to identify exactly where patients are lost and which specific innovations can bridge those gaps. Ultimately, this work is significant because it shifts the focus from theoretical tools to the practical, hybrid implementation strategies required to save lives at scale.


	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Section 4.3 correctly highlights that technology is not a "magic bullet." By acknowledging barriers like digital literacy and data privacy, the paper gains credibility and avoids the common pitfall of "techno-optimism."

The mention of Figure 1 (linking the care cascade to health system building blocks) is vital. To maximize the impact of this framework, ensure the visual highlights the "leaks" in the cascade—such as the drop-off between diagnosis and treatment initiation—as this is where digital and community interventions are most transformative.

While the conclusion is strong, the "Policy Implications" section could be even more impactful by explicitly recommending that funding for digital health (mHealth) be bundled with community health worker (CHW) training budgets, rather than being treated as separate financial silos.

Ensure that the transition between Section 5.5 and Section 6 remains fluid; the current draft has a slight repetition regarding the importance of "integration" which could be tightened to improve the overall narrative flow.
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