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	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 significant because it provides a comprehensive assessment of Nipah virus preparedness in the Philippines, a country with recognized zoonotic spillover risk. It identifies critical laboratory, biosafety, and surveillance gaps that may affect early outbreak detection and response. The findings support global preparedness priorities led by the World Health Organization and offer practical recommendations to strengthen emerging infectious disease readiness.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“National Preparedness for Nipah Virus in the Philippines: A Systems-Level Gap Analysis”
	

	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, clear, and effectively summarizes the objectives, methods, and key findings of the study in the Philippines. It clearly highlights major preparedness strengths and gaps. Minor improvement could include reducing background details and briefly emphasizing alignment with global preparedness priorities of the World Health Organization to strengthen international relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and generally consistent with current knowledge on Nipah virus epidemiology, diagnostics, and public health preparedness
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the reference list is strong, but adding a few targeted, very recent sources would further enhance scientific robustness and international relevance.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and appropriately structured for a scientific article, with correct use of technical terminology and consistent academic tone. Sentences are well-constructed, and the flow between sections is logical.
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