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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 paper is important to the scientific community because it provides a thorough analysis of the developing field of multi-agent AI systems in healthcare, emphasizing how they could revolutionize operational and clinical procedures. 

· After reviewing the results of 250 investigations, it offers important new information about the effectiveness, use, and design of these systems, addressing both their advantages and implementation difficulties. 

· To help researchers and practitioners create safe, equitable, and successful AI-driven healthcare solutions, it also emphasizes the necessity for future research to address ethical, legal, and infrastructure hurdles.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive enough, however, the keyword “sickle cell disease” should be removed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Evidence from the included studies backs up the benefits, which include increased diagnostic accuracy and workflow optimization. Furthermore, the recognition of difficulties like as interoperability, ethical issues, and data bias is consistent with the present discussion of AI in healthcare. However, the quality of the included research greatly influences the validity of the review's results, and ongoing real-world validation is still essential to verifying its findings.


	

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

	

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


	Several corrections are required as highlighted in the comments
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article was well written and satisfactory. However, the author should include a background knowledge to the possible application of AI healthcare systems in the management of other health issues as reflected in the methodology such as sepsis, stroke. Too much emphasis was made on SCD only.
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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? 


	NIL
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