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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 critical and timely challenge in digital health — secure credentialing and access management across fragmented healthcare systems. The proposed blockchain-enabled framework offers practical, data-backed improvements in verification time, interoperability, and security.
As someone who has worked closely on EHR systems and interoperability frameworks, I see this as a strong opportunity to bridge existing data silos and strengthen trust across telemedicine ecosystems. The quantitative evaluation, especially the 99.99% latency reduction and 94.7% breach reduction, provides a compelling case for blockchain adoption in healthcare operations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Given my experience working on healthcare technology integrations, I find the title technically accurate
	

	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 provides an excellent overview of objectives, methodology, results, and implications. The inclusion of performance metrics helps establish credibility. But Overall real-world applicability where payer-provider workflows will be impacted with this framework is missing in my opinion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is methodologically solid and technically well-grounded. The design science approach, coupled with simulation-based validation, demonstrates a clear understanding of both blockchain architecture and healthcare domain needs.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are comprehensive and current, with appropriate emphasis on blockchain applications in healthcare.
Including a few additional citations on EHR interoperability standards (HL7, FHIR, ISO/IEEE 11073) and recent policy developments (such as ONC’s TEFCA framework) could provide stronger alignment with current U.S. regulatory landscapes and enhance the paper’s real-world relevance.  
Just what I see in my day to day work life.
	

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


	I find the language professional and adequate 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a well-executed and high-value study that demonstrates how blockchain can address credentialing inefficiencies, reduce security risks, and enhance interoperability in healthcare. The visualizations (Tables 1–2 and Figures 2–5) are well-prepared and support the narrative effectively.
However, as someone who has worked closely with EHR implementations and credentialing integrations in real healthcare environments, I wish there was at least one real-life case study included to demonstrate how the proposed framework performs beyond simulation. Even a small pilot deployment or collaboration example would make the findings more tangible for healthcare administrators and IT leaders looking to adopt blockchain solutions. Despite this, the paper provides an excellent foundation for practical future applications.
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