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	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.


	This manuscript addresses an emerging and globally relevant infectious disease monkey pox. By systematically reviewing recent studies, it synthesizes evidence on risk factors, preventive strategies, and management approaches, which is crucial for guiding public health responses and clinical practice. The topic is timely given the ongoing outbreaks and the lack of universally validated treatments. The findings provide valuable insights for policymakers, healthcare providers, and researchers working on outbreak preparedness and management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is concise, informative, and accurately reflects the scope of the manuscript. No change is necessary.
	

	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 comprehensive, well-structured, and clearly highlights background, methods, results, and conclusion. However, it might benefit from a brief mention of the number of included studies and participants earlier in the results section to strengthen the overview. Otherwise, it is satisfactory.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. It follows PRISMA 2020 guidelines and presents a transparent methodology for literature search, selection, and synthesis. The results are clearly described with supporting tables, and the discussion appropriately contextualizes findings within existing literature. Some areas (e.g., limitations of included studies and methodological heterogeneity) could be expanded for greater critical depth.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent, relevant, and sufficient. They include a mix of highly cited and updated studies from 2022–2024. Adding a few more African-region studies (where mpox remains endemic) may strengthen the global balance of the review.
	

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


	The language is clear, fluent, and appropriate for scholarly communication. Minor editorial polishing (sentence tightening in some parts of the discussion) could improve readability, but overall the manuscript is well-written.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 Figures and tables are clear and useful; the PRISMA flowchart is appropriate.

 The manuscript would benefit from a more detailed section on ethical considerations (especially stigma and equity issues in vaccination access).

 Future directions could more strongly emphasize long-term surveillance needs and integration with global health security frameworks.


	


	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:

Shivani Pannu, Desh Bhagat University, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


