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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.


	The manuscript provides a significant contribution to the field by addressing the challenges associated with [specific problem or topic, e.g., machine learning applications in medical imaging, AI-driven data analysis, etc.]. The findings have potential applications in [application areas, e.g., predictive healthcare, automated diagnostics, decision support systems]. The study is well-structured and presents a thorough analysis of [specific methodology or results, e.g., deep learning models, statistical validation techniques]. This research can serve as a foundation for future studies in [related fields, e.g., computational medicine, artificial intelligence, data science, or bioinformatics].
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant and reflects the manuscript's content. However, it could be made more precise by incorporating specific keywords such as [suggest alternative title if needed, e.g., "Deep Learning for Automated Diagnosis: Enhancing Predictive Accuracy in Medical Imaging"].
	

	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 provides a clear summary of the study. However, it would benefit from a more explicit statement of the research objectives and main findings. Additionally, consider including a brief mention of the methodology used, such as [mention the methodology, e.g., convolutional neural networks (CNN), regression models, or statistical inference techniques].
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and presents a well-supported argument. However, a few sections, such as [specific sections, e.g., results interpretation, experimental setup, or discussion], would benefit from additional clarification or supporting evidence. Expanding on how the results compare with existing literature would strengthen the credibility of the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and recent. However, incorporating recent studies from [specific journals or sources, e.g., IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks, Nature Machine Intelligence, Journal of Biomedical Informatics] could strengthen the literature review. Including references to similar recent studies would help contextualize the research within the current state of the field.
	

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


	The manuscript is well-written but contains minor grammatical and syntactical errors. Proofreading for language consistency and clarity is recommended. Specific improvements could be made in [mention sections, e.g., introduction for coherence, methodology for clarity, or results section for conciseness].
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well-structured and contributes valuable insights to the field. However, minor improvements in the clarity of some sections and citation of recent literature would enhance its impact. Additionally, ensuring that all data interpretation is well-supported with statistical analysis or comparative evaluation would improve the robustness of the conclusions.
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