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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript provides a comprehensive and systematic framework addressing the containment and management of biological outbreaks, which is highly relevant given the recent global experiences with pandemics. It consolidates key principles of Emergency Preparedness, Resilience, and Response (EPRR) with practical insights into public health strategies, clinical vigilance, and operational management. The emphasis on integrating epidemiology, logistics, and risk communication offers a valuable resource for policymakers, health professionals, and researchers aiming to enhance global health security. This work contributes to ongoing efforts to strengthen health systems against unpredictable biological crises and fosters a culture of continuous learning and adaptability.
	

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

	The title "Mitigating Pandemic Impact: A Systematic Model for Public Health Action" is appropriate and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It clearly conveys the focus on a structured approach to managing pandemics within public health systems. No alternative title is suggested.
	

	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 well-structured and summarizes the key components of the manuscript effectively. It highlights the importance of surveillance, clinical suspicion, outbreak control, and recovery phases. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the role of international cooperation and the armed forces, which are discussed later in the text, to provide a more holistic overview. Also, a concise statement on the practical implications or outcomes expected from applying the EPRR framework would strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and grounded in current public health literature and guidelines, including references to Public Health England and NHS documents. The definitions, epidemiological concepts, and operational strategies are accurate and well-supported by cited sources. The discussion on the challenges of pandemics, ethical dilemmas, and resource management reflects a deep understanding of the complexities involved.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and recent, mainly spanning authoritative sources from 2014 to 2024. The manuscript appropriately cites foundational documents and recent pandemic-related analyses. No critical references are missing based on the content's scope.
	

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

	The language is generally clear, formal, and suitable for scholarly communication. Some minor editorial improvements could enhance readability, such as simplifying complex sentences and ensuring consistent use of terms. The manuscript would benefit from a professional language edit to correct occasional typographical errors and improve flow.




	

	Optional/General comments

	
The manuscript is comprehensive and well-organized but could consider adding a visual diagram or flowchart summarizing the EPRR framework for better reader comprehension.
Inclusion of case studies or practical examples (e.g., COVID-19 response) could enrich the discussion and provide concrete application scenarios.
Clarify any abbreviations upon first use to aid non-specialist readers.



The manuscript is scientifically sound, well-referenced, and contributes meaningfully to public health preparedness literature.
revisions recommended to improve clarity, abstract completeness, and language polish
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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