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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.


	The manuscript conveys a significant value to the scientific community by contributing to novel evidence and key insights to the field of study. As it addresses the current knowledge gaps and presents data-driven deductions. The paper also propagates current knowledge and supports future research directions. The results have potential practical implications in policy and practice, strenghening innovation and decision-making. Besides, the study methodology is of rigor and contextual relevance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of this article suitable and well-constructed.
	

	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.


	This abstract is scientifically strong and well-structured. It presents clear aims, methodology, key findings, and implications. However, statistical methods such as logistic regression, and p-value can be briefly mentioned in Methods but not detailed in the abstract, unless they yielded a major finding.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	To some extent is correct: the manuscript is promising and important, but in its current form it’s not fully scientifically correct. Example,  It contains internal inconsistencies and methodological gaps that must be fixed before you can claim scientific correctness. Also titles like Results should be stated independently no writing results and discussions. Also, when you report total N = 1,186 and pre-pandemic n = 917. 917/1186 = 77.3%, not 75.3% as stated. Please recompute all percentages and recheck every numeric summary (counts, % by period, n per diagnostic category. Besides, You provide counts only and yet epidemiology requires rates (cases per population or per 100,000 by age group and year). Without denominators your claims about incidence changes are weaker and potentially misleading.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Based on the manuscript draft, the references are relevant but not fully sufficient or up-to-date for a high-impact scientific publication.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Publish after structural revision, methodology revisions and analysis of results must be revised
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