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PART 1: 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 | o This manuscript is crucial for the scientific community as it

regarding the importance of highlights the rapid advancements of Al in healthcare,
this manuscript for the particularly in medical imaging and decision-making.
scientific community. A e It addresses key challenges such as ethical concerns,
minimum of 3-4 sentences data scarcity, and regulatory issues while emphasizing
may be required for this Al's potential to enhance clinical workflows.

part.
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e By providing insights into recent research and deployment
trends, it contributes to the ongoing discussion on Al’s
role in improving healthcare efficiency and precision.

Is the title of the article
suitable?

(If not please suggest an
alternative title)

The title "Artificial Intelligence in Healthcare and Medicine" is
appropriate but quite broad.

Suggestions:
» "Advancements and Challenges of Atrtificial Intelligence
in Healthcare and Medicine"
» '"The Evolving Role of Al in Healthcare: Innovations,
Challenges, and Future Directions"

Is the abstract of the article
comprehensive? Do you
suggest the addition (or
deletion) of some pointsin
this section? Please write
your suggestions here.

The abstract is comprehensive but could be more structured
and concise. It should briefly highlight real-world applications,
regulatory aspects, and Al's impact on healthcare efficiency.
Redundant details, such as repeated investment statistics,
should be removed. Additionally, ethical and technological
challenges should be specified, including bias and data
privacy. Refining the conclusion for clarity and impact would
further strengthen the abstract.

Is the manuscript
scientifically, correct?
Please write here.

The manuscript is scientifically accurate, covering Al
advancements, applications, and challenges in healthcare.
However, it should ensure all claims are backed by recent
references, clearly define Al limitations, maintain consistency in
terminology, and provide precise regulatory insights.
Strengthening these aspects will enhance its scientific rigor.

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 generally sufficient, but
some may need updating to include recent studies (2021-
2024) to reflect current advancements. Additional references
on emerging Al technologies, explainable Al, and recent
reviews in healthcare would strengthen the manuscript.
Consider adding studies on regulatory challenges, Al in
medical imaging, and healthcare efficiency.




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

The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication,
but simplifying long sentences and ensuring consistency in
grammar and terminology would improve clarity and
readability.

Optional/General comments

The manuscript provides valuable insights but could benefit
from improved structure and clarity. Including more recent
references and expanding on real-world applications would
strengthen it. Addressing these points would enhance its
impact and readability.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? | issues here in details)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical
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