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	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 research study presents thorough investigation regarding how the skills of twenty-first century combined with STEM education brought benefits to pandemic crisis. The manuscript showcases interdisciplinary cooperation, adaptability, critical thinking and innovation in tackling global challenges. This paper opens a meaningful dialogue for future health professionals and academia. Findings of the study are relevant and beneficial for all the stakeholders targeting the preparedness for upcoming emergencies. 
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	The abstract is comprehensive and delivers a good overview about the study yet requires brief explanations of the methodology PRISMA meta-analysis and the key discovery regarding technology reducing misinformation spread. Without adding such detail abstract seems incomplete to grasp the idea, clarity and flow.
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	The abstract and methodology section requires additional information about PRISMA implementation procedures. In addition to this, if limitation section is added that the study is based on meta-analysis and literature it would enhance the understanding to the readers about the study. 
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No ethical concerned are identified in the manuscript.
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