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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 paper tackles a highly relevant issue in today’s healthcare world the problem of “dark data” that often remains unused in digital health systems. The authors propose a practical, well-thought-out framework using AI and encryption to uncover hidden clinical patterns while keeping data secure and ethical. This approach could help improve patient safety, diagnostic accuracy, and research efficiency, especially in data-heavy but insight-poor healthcare environments. The manuscript holds clear value for researchers, clinicians, and policymakers focused on digital transformation in healthcare.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title “Dark Data in Digital Health: A Predictive Framework for Identifying and Utilizing Underreported Clinical Signals” is clear, informative, and directly reflects the study’s objectives. It effectively highlights the key concepts of dark data, digital health, and predictive frameworks.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract gives a strong overview of the study’s aim, methods, and outcomes. It clearly summarizes the findings and significance. However, it could read more smoothly if the authors mentioned the datasets and ethical aspects upfront, making the purpose and scope clearer to readers right from the beginning.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically valid, with a logical flow from problem identification to results and discussion. The methodology is detailed and evidence-based. A few mathematical sections might be simplified for readers who are less familiar with technical modeling. Otherwise, the scientific grounding is solid and convincing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Absolutely. The reference list is rich, current, and relevant, with most citations from the past five years. It reflects a strong understanding of recent work in AI, data privacy, and healthcare informatics. Including one or two more clinical validation studies could make the argument even more practical and relatable.
	

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


	Yes, the writing is clear, precise, and suitable for an academic journal. A few sentences are quite long and could be broken down for easier reading, but overall, the tone and vocabulary are professional and appropriate for scholarly publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
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