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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is significant for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into the adoption and impact of digital health technologies in primary healthcare settings. By analyzing the perceptions of PHC professionals, it highlights the benefits and challenges associated with implementing the Electronic Citizen Record (ECR), contributing to the broader discussion on health informatics. The findings can guide policymakers, healthcare administrators, and researchers in optimizing digital health strategies to enhance efficiency and service quality. Additionally, this study adds to the growing body of evidence supporting the role of electronic health records in improving healthcare delivery and professional workflow.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Your abstract is well-structured and provides a clear overview of the study. However, I have a few suggestions for improvement such as Clarify the Study’s Contribution, Expand on Statistical Findings, Mention Potential Challenges or Limitations and Refine the Conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, as it follows a structured research approach with clear objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. The use of an exploratory, longitudinal survey with a quantitative approach is appropriate for analyzing perceptions, and the statistical analysis using Pearson’s chi-square test aligns with the study’s objectives.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not sufficient and also recent. Try to use more recent, relevant and reputed references since it is survey manuscript.
	

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


	The article’s language is suitable for scholarly communication but could benefit from minor grammatical adjustments, improved conciseness, and enhanced academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study presents relevant insights and is valuable for researchers, policymakers, and healthcare administrators. With minor refinements in language and a more balanced discussion, the manuscript can make a stronger contribution to the field.
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