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	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 presents an innovative approach to the preliminary differential diagnosis of pneumonia using an expert system based on rules. Given the increasing demand for intelligent healthcare solutions, this research holds substantial importance in clinical decision support systems. The proposed system could assist healthcare professionals, particularly in resource-limited settings, by enhancing early detection and reducing diagnostic uncertainty. The study aligns with recent advancements in artificial intelligence and expert systems, making it relevant to both computer science and medical communities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title effectively conveys the research's focus. However, it could be refined for better clarity and conciseness. Suggested alternative: "A Rule-Based Expert System for Preliminary Pneumonia Diagnosis: An Innovative Approach"

This revision retains the original intent while improving readability.
	

	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 comprehensive and presents the study’s aim, methodology, and key findings. However, it could be strengthened by:

Providing more details on the dataset used for validation (if applicable).

Briefly mentioning the accuracy or effectiveness of the proposed system.

Clarifying whether the study includes a comparative analysis with existing methods.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. The methodology and implementation of the expert system are well-structured. However, the following aspects need clarification:

The rules used in the expert system should be explicitly described with references to their medical basis.

If machine learning or statistical evaluation is incorporated, the validation process should be elaborated upon.

The limitations and potential biases of the system should be acknowledged.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited appear relevant, but a few more recent sources (last 5 years) on AI-based pneumonia diagnosis should be included. Potential sources include:

AI-driven clinical decision support in pneumonia diagnosis.

Comparative studies of expert systems versus machine learning models in medical diagnosis.

Ethical implications of AI-driven diagnostic tools in healthcare.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear English.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider discussing the scalability of the proposed system.

Address the potential for integration with existing electronic health records (EHR) systems.

Provide a short discussion on future improvements, such as integrating machine learning techniques for adaptive learning.
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