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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is generally well structured, clear, and addresses an important global health issue. It

provides a timely overview of innovations and challenges in dengue diagnostics. I have only minor

suggestions for improvement:

1. Some sentences are quite long and could be shortened for improved readability.

2. When mentioning the seven WHO-approved products, consider briefly indicating examples to

add specificity.

3. The phrase “21st Century Perspective” in the title could be more explicitly reflected in the

abstract by contrasting recent advances with earlier approaches.

4. The wording “systemic neglect” may be softened to maintain a balanced academic tone (e.g.,

“historical underinvestment”).

5. Use consistent terminology (e.g., “diagnostic tools” vs. “products”) throughout.

6. Keywords are appropriate, but adding terms such as Equity in diagnostics or Health systems

could enhance searchability.

Overall, the manuscript is strong and only requires minor revisions for clarity and precision.
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