Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Mathematics and Computer Science 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAMCS_141235

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Secure Management of Patient Medical Records using Blockchain Technology

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	The content does not engage meaningfully with existing literature, resulting in a literature review that fails to contextualise the research findings effectively. Important theoretical frameworks and recent studies relevant to the topic are either overlooked or inadequately discussed, which diminishes the manuscript's credibility and relevance. Overall major revisions are necessary to enhance its scholarly value.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title does not accurately reflect the content of the research. 

Suggestion: Evaluating the Efficacy of Blockchain-Based Patient Data Management Systems: A Comparative Study.
	

	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.


	No, the author(s) need to revise the abstract by clearly stating the objectives, methodology, results, and policy implications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, because the basic structure of the research article includes an introduction, literature review, methods, results, discussion, and conclusion.

No, the manuscript's introduction is lacking crucial elements like its purpose, methodology, motivation, and highlights. Although primarily based on literature, a literature review is absent. Moreover, the methodology section is incomplete since it omits significant tests such as the cointegration, robust, and unit root tests, even though they are referenced in the results section. These issues require addressing to improve the manuscript's overall quality and strengthen its arguments.


	

	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?


	Grammar & Syntax:

Some sentences are overly long or use informal connectors like “therefore,” “so,” or “furthermore” without clear transitions. Example: “Therefore, on the basis of above, the present article...” Suggestion: could be improved to “Based on the above, this article...”

	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)


	


Reviewer details:

Doan Van Dinh, Industrial University of Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


