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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) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

  

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

  

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. 

 

  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Summary: This manuscript addresses the cri3cal issue of public health infodemics,  
focusing on strategies to combat misinforma3on and promote accurate health  
informa3on. The paper provides a comprehensive overview of the infodemic problem,  
its impacts, and poten3al solu3ons. It covers key areas such as public educa3on,  
communica3on strategies, collabora3on with social media pla?orms, fostering public  
trust, and fact-checking. The manuscript is well-structured and draws on a wide range  
of relevant literature. 
Major issues: 
1. The introduc3on could benefit from a clearer defini3on of "infodemic" and a  
more focused thesis statement outlining the paper's main arguments. 
2. Some sec3ons, par3cularly those on educa3on and communica3on strategies,  
could be more 3ghtly organized to avoid repe33on and enhance clarity. 
3. The conclusion sec3on could be strengthened by providing more specific  
recommenda3ons or a synthesis of the key strategies discussed. 
Minor issues: 
1. There are occasional gramma3cal errors and awkward phrasings that should be  
addressed to improve readability. 
2. Some paragraphs are overly long and could be broken up for beJer clarity and  
flow. 
3. The use of in-text cita3ons is inconsistent, with some using parenthe3cal  
cita3ons and others using footnote-style numbers. 
Discussion: 
The manuscript offers a comprehensive examina3on of the public health infodemic  
issue, providing valuable insights into poten3al solu3ons.  
The authors have done a commendable job in covering the breadth of the topic, from  
defining the problem to exploring various strategies for comba3ng misinforma3on. 
The inclusion of case studies and examples strengthens the arguments presented,  
grounding the discussion in real-world contexts.  
This approach helps readers understand the prac3cal implica3ons of the strategies  
Discussed. 
 
 
However, there are several areas where the manuscript could be improved: 
1. Visual aids: The paper would benefit from the inclusion of figures or tables to  
illustrate key points or data. Visual representa3ons can enhance reader  
understanding and break up the text, making the content more engaging and  
accessible. 
2. Methodology: While this is a review ar3cle rather than an empirical study, it  
would be helpful to explicitly state the approach used for literature review and  
analysis. This would enhance the paper's rigor and allow readers to beJer  
evaluate the comprehensiveness of the review. 
3. Literature selec3on: Consider adop3ng a more systema3c approach to  
literature selec3on and analysis. This could involve clearly sta3ng the criteria for  
including studies, the databases searched, and the 3me frame considered. Such  
an approach would strengthen the paper's methodological founda3on. 
4. Evidence support: While the conclusions drawn are generally well-supported by  
the literature reviewed, some claims could benefit from addi3onal evidence.  
Ensure that each major point is backed by sufficient references to scholarly  
sources. 
5. References: The reference list appears comprehensive, which is a strength of  
the paper. However, it's crucial to double-check that all in-text cita3ons are  
properly included in the reference list to maintain academic integrity. 
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6. Title: The current 3tle, "LEVERAGING THE FIGHT AGAINST PUBLIC HEALTH  
INFODEMIC," is informa3ve but could be more specific. Consider revising it to  
reflect the paper's focus on strategies and solu3ons. For example: "Strategies  
for Comba3ng Public Health Infodemics: A Comprehensive Review." 
Overall, this manuscript provides a valuable contribu3on to the understanding of  
public health infodemics and strategies to combat them. With some revisions to  
address the points men3oned above, it has the poten3al to be a strong addi3on to the  
literature on this important topic. 
To further improve the paper, consider: 
• Tightening the organiza3on of sec3ons to reduce repe33on and enhance clarity 
• Breaking up long paragraphs for beJer readability 
• Addressing gramma3cal errors and awkward phrasings 
• Ensuring consistency in cita3on style throughout the paper 
• Strengthening the conclusion with more specific recommenda3ons or a clear  
synthesis of key strategies 
By addressing these points, you can enhance the impact and clarity of your valuable  
work on this cri3cal public health issue. 
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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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