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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.


	This paper offers a thorough overview of the developments and difficulties in deep learning for medical imaging, with a focus on the function of natural language processing (NLP) in handling unstructured EMR data. It promotes innovation in AI-driven healthcare solutions by providing academics and practitioners with a clear roadmap of current technologies, gaps, and future directions by combining data from various studies. The study is a useful resource for joint efforts between AI specialists and medical practitioners since it also identifies important multidisciplinary issues that need to be resolved in order to guarantee clinical adoption, such as data scarcity and model interpretability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested title: “Deep Learning for Medical Imaging: A Comprehensive Review of NLP Algorithms, Advancements, and Challenges”
	

	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 appropriately specifies the scope of the review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its fundamentals but there are areas which need improvement:

1- There are ambiguous claims like “AI hast the potential to improve diagnostic accuracy”. Make such sentences more clear with quantification report.

2- 2- overgeneralization od AI model success is confusing. State which tasks Ai was successful in? Under what condition?

3- Key phhrases like “NLP improves EMR analysis” need direct reference.

4-  add a table/list of publicly available used datasets in reviewed studies for transparency.

	

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

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1- Add a glossary of acronyms used in the study
2- Add a table comparing ML vs. DL in medical imaging regarding F1 score, AUC, used dataset, and interpretability.  

3- Add a section discussing the future direction.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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