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	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 article presents an updated and complete description of the epidemiological evolution of meningococcal meningitis with meningococcemia in Brazil during pre-pandemic, pandemic, and post-pandemic periods. The research contributes to the understanding of how the COVID-19 pandemic indirectly affected the prevalence and diagnosis of other infectious diseases, particularly those with high morbidity in children. Because of the limited data from Latin America on the topic, the study is relevant to epidemiologists, pediatricians, neurologists, and public health decision-makers. The study underscores the need to reinforce surveillance systems and diagnostic capacities in post-pandemic contexts
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	No change needed
	

	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 concise and effectively states the main elements of the study design, methods, results, and conclusions. The results section can be improved by avoiding redundancy between absolute numbers and percentages. The authors may also wish to indicate whether statistical significance was reached in the evolution of diagnostic methods over time (currently implied but not stated).

Suggested revision:
“A significant change in diagnostic practices was observed (p < 0.001), with a progressive increase in the use of PCR and clinical criteria during and after the pandemic.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically valid, with the application of secondary surveillance data and appropriate statistical analyses (descriptive analysis, Chi-square tests, and logistic regression) correctly implemented. The results interpretation is also consistent with data and supported by current literature. The discussion, however, has discrepancies between the abstract and results regarding the diagnostic strategies (PCR vs. clinical criteria proportions) that should be standardized. Clarification of the rationale for grouping diagnostic periods and reporting consistency of figures would strengthen the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate, up-to-date, and include authoritative sources such as WHO, Lancet, and Frontiers in Pediatrics. There is some duplication (Ciftci et al. 2025 is listed multiple times). Some of the references should be consolidated or formatted consistently. The addition of more region-specific studies from Latin America or PAHO (Pan American Health Organization) reports could provide contextual depth.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English is generally fluent and professional, with certain grammar and stylistic issues (e.g., erratic capitalization of section titles and a few clumsy phrases). A light language edit would be recommended for flow and conciseness. For example:
Alter "which impacted the circulation and reporting of infectious agents such as Neisseria meningitidis" to "which decreased the circulation and reporting of pathogens including Neisseria meningitidis."
Use consistent tense throughout the manuscript (past tense for results).
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript is scientifically robust, methodologically appropriate, and contextually valuable. Minor clarifications and editorial improvements are needed to improve consistency and readability
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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