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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 is significant as it explores digital transformation in telehealth, particularly user trust and data privacy in AI-powered remote monitoring systems in the U.S. This topic is timely and relevant for healthcare providers, policymakers, and patients, contributing to ethical frameworks, regulatory debates, and sustainable adoption of AI in healthcare.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is accurate but slightly lengthy.
	

	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, covering aims, methods, results, and conclusions. However, it would be strengthened by including the number of studies reviewed and a brief mention of practical implications for healthcare policy and practice.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, guided by PRISMA methodology and thematic synthesis. The arguments are well supported by up-to-date literature. Nonetheless, presenting a summary table of included studies would enhance clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent, mostly from 2020–2025. Some classic sources are appropriately included. It would be valuable to add international perspectives (e.g., EU or Asia) for a broader comparative view.
	

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


	The English is suitable for scholarly communication. Minor improvements in sentence brevity and readability could make the text more concise.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is strong, relevant, and methodologically rigorous. Recommended improvements include:

· Adding a summary table of reviewed studies.

· Strengthening cross-national comparisons.

· Highlighting practical implications for different stakeholders.
The manuscript is relevant and timely, with clear PRISMA methodology and up-to-date references. It contributes significantly to technological, ethical, and policy aspects of telehealth. Adding a summary table and expanding practical implications would improve clarity. Recommended for publication with minor revision.
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