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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 offers a thorough framework for pandemic readiness and public health initiatives, responding to pressing global significance. It combines emergency plans and gives healthcare workers, policymakers, and researchers useful information and policy advice. The interdisciplinary approach, which is based on evidence-based practices and case studies, makes public health theory more useful in real life. It also helps scientists learn more about the subject and gives stakeholders the tools they need to lessen the effects of future pandemics.
	

	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 clearly shows that the manuscript is about ways to deal with and respond to pandemics through organised public health efforts.
	

	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 gives a short summary of the manuscript's goals and suggested public health actions to help stop the spread of the pandemic. It focusses on emergency preparedness, surveillance, and quick response strategies. But it could be better if it included specific case studies like COVID-19 and explained what the model's implementation would mean for readers to make it more informative and interesting.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound because it follows well-known public health principles and policies from groups like Public Health England and the NHS. It uses evidence-based methods to deal with pandemic containment, emergency response, and recovery in a planned way. The references are up to date, and the text shows that the author knows both the theory and practice of public health actions, using real-world examples and recent pandemic experiences to back this up.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are good, with recent, reliable sources from NHS England and Public Health England. However, adding more references from global groups like the WHO and CDC, as well as studies from other parts of the world, would make it more relevant to an international audience and give a more complete picture that could be used in many health systems.
	

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

	The article is appropriate for academic discourse, utilising precise academic terminology, a coherent progression of concepts, and a formal tone. There are some minor spelling or grammar mistakes, but they don't make the text hard to read or less useful for science. Before publishing, it is best to do a final proofread.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript provides significant insights and pragmatic guidance for pandemic preparedness and response, employing a systematic methodology with contemporary references and practical examples. It is relevant to public health practitioners, policymakers, and researchers. To make it more useful for public health and disease management, it is suggested that it be improved in small ways, like by polishing the language and adding more international references.
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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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