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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.


	The paper offers an organized and timely analysis of cloud-based patient information systems' security issues and how quantum-resistant encryption can prevent potential cyber threats in the future.
	

	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.


	It does a good job of summarizing major findings, but it might be more concise. Try to cut down on the description of methodology and highlight the importance of results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well-founded scientifically, with an orderly approach, explicit research aims, and stringent methodology underpinned by authentic data sources. Statistical methods such as regression analysis, ANOVA, and clustering are employed to good effect in the analysis of quantum-resistant encryption for healthcare security. The conclusions conform to past research, making the validity of the study stronger. Small adjustments to the interpretation of data and the description of methodology could enhance its impact and lucidity further.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references added are that much sufficient if it is possible try to include the references related to quantum cryptography advancements, cloud security, and regulatory frameworks to well support your research 
	

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


	Yes it is
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In certain sections of literature review repeat the same information is repeated regarding the weaknesses of conventional encryption (e.g., RSA, ECC). Merge those points. 

2. The methodology is well-defined but could benefit from a clearer explanation of why certain statistical methods (e.g., ANOVA, K-Means clustering) were chosen over others.

3. While the study relies on reputable datasets (HHS breach reports, NIST PQC standards), their potential limitations should be acknowledged.

4. In Results & Discussion section the trends are conveyed well by figures and tables, but deeper interpretation of their implications for healthcare security would be good.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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