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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 addresses a critical need in modern healthcare by systematically examining telemedicine and remote patient monitoring technologies that have become essential for delivering accessible, cost-effective care, particularly in underserved and rural populations. The comprehensive analysis of implementation barriers, workflow processes, and practical applications provides actionable insights for healthcare administrators and clinicians navigating the integration of these technologies into existing systems. By documenting both the transformative potential and real-world challenges of telemedicine, this work contributes evidence-based guidance at a time when healthcare institutions worldwide are restructuring their service delivery models. The synthesis of current capabilities with future directions offers the scientific community a foundation for advancing research in digital health equity, regulatory frameworks, and technology-assisted patient care optimization.
	

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

	The title is acceptable but could be more precise. The term "Solutions" implies the manuscript offers novel remedies to specific problems, while the content is primarily a review describing existing technologies, applications, and challenges rather than proposing new solutions.
Suggested alternative title: "Telemedicine and Remote Patient Monitoring: Applications, Challenges, and Future Perspectives in Healthcare Delivery". This better reflects the manuscript's actual scope as a comprehensive review article.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and covers the main themes of the manuscript. However, I suggest minor refinements for improved clarity and balance. The abstract could benefit from briefly mentioning specific examples of the "key innovations" referenced (for example, AI-powered diagnostics, wearable biosensors) rather than listing them only generally. Additionally, while the abstract mentions the COVID-19 pandemic's role, it could more explicitly acknowledge that telemedicine's expanded adoption during this period revealed both opportunities and persistent challenges that the review addresses. The concluding statement about "improved patient outcomes, cost efficiencies, and greater resilience" would be strengthened by acknowledging that realizing these benefits depends on addressing the barriers discussed in the manuscript, providing a more balanced representation of the review's nuanced findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The information presented about telemedicine and remote patient monitoring technologies, their applications, benefits, and limitations aligns with current understanding in the field. The descriptions of technical capabilities, clinical applications (such as chronic disease management, emergency care, and specialist consultations), and implementation barriers are accurate and well-supported by the referenced literature. The workflow processes and features described reflect real-world telemedicine systems appropriately. No major scientific inaccuracies or misleading claims were identified in the content.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are appropriate and correctly support the content presented in the manuscript. The citations come from reputable peer-reviewed journals including Journal of Medical Internet Research, Telemedicine and e-Health, JAMA, and IEEE Transactions, which are recognized sources in digital health research.
	

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

	The English quality needs improvement before publication. While the content is generally understandable, there are noticeable issues that affect readability. The most prominent problem is excessive repetition, particularly in the introduction where nearly identical paragraphs appear back-to-back describing what telemedicine is and its benefits. This feels more like editing oversight than a language barrier, but it disrupts the flow significantly. Throughout the manuscript, there are also grammatical inconsistencies, awkward phrasings, and some sentences that don't quite land naturally in English (for instance, "One should examine the various facets" appears oddly positioned). The writing occasionally reads as if translated or heavily paraphrased, which makes some sections harder to follow than necessary. I'd recommend to smooth out the language, eliminate the redundancies, and tighten up the prose. The ideas are solid and the information is valuable, but the presentation needs polishing to meet the standards readers expect from scholarly literature. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 
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