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	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 holds significant importance for the scientific and public health community as it provides rare empirical evidence on Health Information System (HIS) data quality management within fragile, low-resource contexts such as South Kivu, Democratic Republic of Congo. By systematically assessing data completeness, accuracy, and timeliness in LifeNet-supported facilities, the study highlights both systemic and human factors influencing data integrity and utilization. Its findings contribute to a deeper understanding of how operational challenges shape the effectiveness of HIS in resource-constrained environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and informative. Alternative title cane be – “Determinants of Health Information System Data Quality in LifeNet International–Supported Facilities, South Kivu, DRC”
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured, covering all the essential components like scope and aim of the study, mentions study design, location, sample size and time frame. 
Suggestion – Can add any significance of the findings noted in the study. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, with a valid design, suitable analytical methods, and consistent interpretation of results. Minor improvements like acknowledging the limitations, strengthening statistical reports can enhance it more. 
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	The references in the manuscript are largely relevant and credible. 
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	Overall, the language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. However some grammatical changes may make it more polished. 
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