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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 study is valuable for the global health data management community, especially in low-resource and post-conflict settings. It contributes empirical evidence on HIS data quality in the DRC, an under-researched area. The analysis of completeness, accuracy, and timeliness provides practical insights for strengthening health information systems. Its findings can inform health policy, donor programming, and facility-level data governance strategies across similar regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title clearly reflects the study’s objectives, design, and scope. It is concise and accurate.


	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract summarizes the aims, methods, results, and conclusions effectively. You might simplify the phrasing of the “health worker competency showed high neutrality” sentence for clarity. Otherwise, it’s well-structured and informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is methodologically sound and statistically coherent. The cross-sectional design, verification factor calculation, and regression model are appropriate for the objectives. However:

· Clarify in the methodology section how missing data were handled.

· Explicitly define “neutrality” in Likert responses to avoid misinterpretation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are mostly relevant and current (2015–2022). However, add one or two more recent studies (2023–2024) on HIS data quality or digital health in Sub-Saharan Africa to strengthen contextual relevance.
	

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


	Yes, the English is clear and professional. Some sentences could be slightly tightened to improve flow (e.g., the introduction has a few overly long sentences). Minor grammatical edits recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript demonstrates strong analytical depth and contextual understanding. Tables are well-organized, and the discussion logically connects findings to literature. It would benefit from a concise “Recommendations” paragraph summarizing actionable strategies for HIS improvement in the conclusion.

The study is scientifically sound and relevant. Revisions should focus on tightening the writing, clarifying neutrality interpretation, and adding a few recent references to reflect the latest HIS research.
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