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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	A need of the hour paper that explores new pathway in healthcare practicing to be developed with help of AI. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article 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.


	The abstract of the article is comprehensive. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript needs to be structured with more quantitative data as it embarrasses mixed method systemic research. There is no statistical information regarding the response of participances apart from the sample size. 
	

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

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communications with some punctual correction as bold for headings, avoiding capitalizing each word in many parts of the paper. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The structure or sub divisions of the manuscript should be revised. 
· The side heading “results” contain the discoveries of the existing literature, what about the survey conducted. 

· The data under the sub-heading “Implications for the UK Healthcare System and Practice” can be merged with barriers.
· The economic barrier and technical barrier (of user) in using or adapting AI should also be discussed.

· The sub-heading “principal findings and interpretation” is quiet confusing when it comes under discussion.

· The discussion and comparison with existing literature can be merged into one sub-heading itself (under the discussion).
· Conclusion can be reduced in words. The study strengths and limitation along with future research direction in the same para crisply mentioned under conclusion.

· The phrase “in summary” at each sub-heading can be avoided. (It seems to have an excessive use of AI tools in writing the paper)
· The paper needs to be well studied, structured and organized by the author with extensive care.
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