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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (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.


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Reviewer’s comments

1.
Absence of a clear and rigorous methodology, with no explicit study design, sampling strategy, data sources, or analytical procedures.

2.
Lack of empirical validation, as the proposed AI framework is not supported by experiments, case studies, or real-world data.

3.
Insufficient novelty, with many arguments reiterating well-established concepts in AI-enabled healthcare management without clear differentiation from existing studies.

4.
Weak results section, where results are descriptive rather than analytical and lack quantitative benchmarks or statistical evidence.

5.
Poor separation between results and discussion, leading to conceptual overlap and reduced scientific clarity.

6.
Overreliance on conceptual narration, making the manuscript resemble a narrative review rather than original research.

7.
Inadequate explanation and analytical use of figures and tables, which are largely illustrative and not integrated into a data-driven analysis.

8.
Language and writing quality issues, including grammatical errors, repetition, and informal or AI-like phrasing.

9.
Unsubstantiated quantitative claims, such as reported performance improvements without supporting data or methodology.

10.
Limited discussion of model limitations and failure cases, particularly regarding bias, generalizability, and real-world deployment constraints.

11.
Inconsistent citation formatting and missing DOIs for several references.

12.
Redundancy across sections, especially in the advantages, applications, and suggestions sections.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)
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