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	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 a highly relevant topic in the field of cryptography and electronic governance. The proposed homomorphic cryptosystem model applied to electronic voting in the Democratic Republic of the Congo is significant, as it combines data security with the transparency needed in electoral processes. It provides both theoretical and practical contributions, especially in contexts where trust in democratic institutions is fragile. The study has societal importance by promoting secure and verifiable electoral systems and contributes to applied cryptography and cloud computing research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content. However, it could be made slightly more concise:
“Design and Implementation of a Homomorphic Cryptosystem Model for Electronic Voting in the DRC Cloud Environment.”
	

	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 clear and well-written, but it can be improved by including specific results (e.g., performance evaluation or system prototype outcomes) instead of only mentioning feasibility and challenges.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It outlines the problem, hypotheses, system architecture, and implementation in detail. However, performance benchmarking of cryptographic algorithms could be more thoroughly presented to strengthen the claims.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but not very recent. Most are between 2001–2014, with only a few up to 2019–2022. Adding more recent works (post-2020) on homomorphic encryption and secure e-voting would improve the literature review.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable, but there are grammatical inconsistencies and occasional awkward phrasing. A careful language edit is recommended to improve readability and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The system architecture diagrams are well-structured, but captions should be more descriptive.

  The “Results” section could include performance metrics such as encryption/decryption time or system latency.

  The article would benefit from a stronger conclusion summarizing both achievements and limitations with more quantitative evidence.
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