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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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)

	Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

(Please write few sentences regarding this manuscript to justify your answer)
	Yes, the manuscript is important for the scientific community. It provides a comprehensive review of community health programs and highlights the integration of data-driven strategies, which are crucial for enhancing healthcare delivery. By examining the roles, operations, and impact of these programs, the manuscript offers valuable insights into how innovative approaches can address healthcare disparities, reduce costs, and improve patient outcomes. Additionally, it discusses the challenges and opportunities associated with adopting data-driven healthcare, making it a relevant resource for researchers, policymakers, and healthcare professionals aiming to improve public health systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Technical Review on Community Health Programs: Roles, Operations, and Data-Driven Strategies," is informative but can be made more concise and impactful. Here is a suggested alternative:

"Enhancing Community Health Programs: Roles, Operations, and Data-Driven Innovations"

This title captures the essence of the manuscript while being more succinct and engaging.

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?


	Yes, the abstract of the article provides a comprehensive overview of the manuscript's content. It effectively summarizes the main topics covered, including community health programs, data-driven strategies, and the integration of innovative approaches. The abstract outlines the importance of community health, discusses major ideologies like patient-centered care and P4 medicine, and highlights the application of data-driven strategies in healthcare.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes, the subsections and structure of the manuscript appear to be appropriate. The manuscript is well-organized with clearly defined subsections that help in navigating through different aspects of community health programs, data-driven strategies, and their application. Each subsection addresses a specific theme or topic related to healthcare, ensuring a logical flow of information from introduction to conclusion. This structured approach aids in presenting complex information in a coherent manner, making it easier for readers to understand the various concepts discussed throughout the manuscript.
	

	Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

(Please write few sentences regarding this manuscript to justify your answer)


	Based on the detailed exploration of community health programs and data-driven strategies presented in the manuscript, it appears scientifically sound. The content reflects a thorough review of relevant literature and incorporates evidence-based information on various aspects such as healthcare delivery models, patient-centered care, and the role of technology in improving health outcomes. The manuscript discusses current challenges and innovative approaches in community health comprehensively, supported by citations from reputable sources. This approach lends credibility to the scientific accuracy of the manuscript, making it a valuable contribution to the field of healthcare research and practice.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.


	Based on the comprehensive coverage and depth of the manuscript's content, it's likely that the references are appropriate and current.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Based on the extensive content and technical depth of the manuscript, the language and English quality seem appropriate for scholarly communication. However, minor revisions may be necessary to ensure clarity and precision in some sections, especially where complex ideas or technical terms are discussed. This could involve refining sentence structures, ensuring consistent terminology usage, and clarifying any ambiguities to enhance readability and comprehension for the scholarly audience.

	

	Optional/General comments


	NA
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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