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	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 the use of blockchain technology to enhance the security, privacy, and interoperability of healthcare data systems. The paper contributes by reviewing practical applications, challenges, and future directions of blockchain in healthcare. It also proposes the integration of blockchain with AI and IoT technologies. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate. However, consider a slightly more precise title to reflect the review nature and application scope. Consider including the phrase “A Systematic Review”
	

	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 comprehensive, and it broadly identifies the problem, methodology, key findings, and future directions. The abstract should be revised to include the number of articles reviewed, databases searched, key themes found, and a quantitative summary of findings where applicable.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and it provides thorough insights into the architecture, applications, and challenges of blockchain in healthcare. However, the methodology section lacks a transparent description of inclusion or exclusion criteria and databases used in the review.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes! The reference list is extensive and mostly current (2016–2025), which is commendable. However, some citations appear to be incomplete or improperly formatted. Consider adding more clinical informatics sources or articles from medical journals. 
	

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


	Generally adequate, but revision is needed to ensure sentence clarity and avoidance of Grammar inconsistencies.

	

	Optional/General comments


	No visual summary of the reviewed literature (such as charts, framework diagrams, comparative tables). This limits readability and comprehension.

The conclusion adequately summarizes the findings but lacks strong actionable recommendations or a clear roadmap for future research.
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