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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The "Methods" section is very lacking, in a review paper, the "Methods" section must clearly indicate: 
- The search engine or engines used 
- The search terms (these have been indicated, but only in an approximate way) 
- How many papers found in each search engine 
- Criteria for controlling overlaps 
- Inclusion and exclusion criteria 
- How many papers have been chosen for the writing of this document 
The authors change the methods section according to these guidelines 
The list of references presented is a bit dated, haven't the authors found updated articles in the literature? 
The authors try to update the literature considered as much as possible 
The title of the paper refers to the Electronic Health System, in the introduction the authors report the 
definition of Electronic Health Record (EHR) of the ISO 2005, but often in the paper they talk about the 
Electronic Medical Record (EMR) and also most of the barriers considered are those that are typically 
indicated for EMRs and that typically pertain to individual hospitals or wards. In the discussion, on the other 
hand, we talk about National EHR again. All this generates confusion in the reader and difficulty in 
understanding the text 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
A deep revision of the language should also be performed 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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