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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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides a clear and comprehensive overview of public healthcare information systems in Sri Lanka. It helps researchers and policymakers understand both the benefits and challenges of implementing digital health systems in a developing-country context. The review also identifies key gaps such as interoperability, governance, and user capacity, which are valuable for guiding future research. Overall, the study contributes useful insights for improving health information systems and supporting evidence-based healthcare decision-making.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It clearly reflects the focus, scope, and nature of the review by indicating the subject area (public healthcare information systems), the geographical context (Sri Lanka), and the key themes addressed (challenges, benefits, and future research directions). The title is appropriate for a review article and does not require modification.


	

	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 and well structured. It clearly presents the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions of the review. The scope of the study and its relevance to public healthcare information systems in Sri Lanka are well communicated. No major additions or deletions are required; however, a slight emphasis on the applied computing or information systems perspective could further strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The study is methodologically sound for a narrative review and is supported by relevant and credible literature. The arguments are logically developed, the analysis is consistent with accepted practices in health informatics and information systems research, and the conclusions are well aligned with the evidence presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references in the manuscript are generally sufficient and cover relevant literature related to public healthcare information systems. Most key studies and authoritative sources, including recent works up to 2025, are appropriately cited. The reference list reflects a good balance of foundational theories and current research in health informatics and information systems. No additional specific references are necessary unless the authors wish to further expand on particular subtopics (e.g., interoperability standards or digital health policy frameworks), but this is optional and not required for publication.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, well organized, and uses appropriate academic terminology. Only minor grammatical or stylistic refinements may be required during copy-editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is well structured, clearly written, and provides a balanced and insightful review of public healthcare information systems in Sri Lanka. The logical organization of sections, effective use of tables, and clear identification of challenges and future research directions enhance the readability and academic value of the paper. The study is relevant to both researchers and policymakers and is suitable for publication with minor or no revisions.
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