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	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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it addresses a critical gap in understanding the readiness of medical doctors in developing countries to adopt Artificial Intelligence (AI) in healthcare. By exploring the knowledge, attitudes, and utilization patterns of AI among medical professionals in a Nigerian teaching hospital, it provides valuable insights into both facilitators and barriers to AI integration in clinical practice. The findings not only highlight the urgent need for targeted training, infrastructure development, and supportive policies but also offer evidence-based recommendations that can guide stakeholders, policymakers, and educators in improving AI adoption. Ultimately, this study contributes to global discussions on equitable and effective AI implementation, ensuring that advances in medical technology benefit healthcare systems across diverse socio-economic settings.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Current title —

"FACTORS AFFECTING THE KNOWLEDGE, ATTITUDE AND UTILIZATION OF ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE IN HEALTHCARE AMONG MEDICAL DOCTORS AT A STATE UNIVERSITY TEACHING HOSPITAL IN ENUGU STATE, NIGERIA" — is accurate but quite long and slightly repetitive in wording. Long titles can make indexing harder and reduce reader engagement.

Suggested alternative titles:

1. Knowledge, Attitudes, and Utilization of Artificial Intelligence in Healthcare Among Medical Doctors in a Nigerian Teaching Hospital

2. Determinants of AI Knowledge, Attitudes, and Use in Healthcare: A Study of Medical Doctors in Enugu State, Nigeria

3. Adoption of Artificial Intelligence in Healthcare: Insights from Medical Doctors in a Nigerian Teaching Hospital

4. Barriers and Enablers of AI Utilization in Healthcare: Perspectives from Medical Doctors in Enugu State, Nigeria
	

	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.


	Abstract is generally clear and informative, but it could be made more comprehensive and aligned with standard scientific abstract structure (Background → Objective → Methods → Results → Conclusion/Recommendation)


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the abstract provided, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in its aim, study design, and general interpretation of findings. The research addresses a relevant and timely topic, applies an appropriate cross-sectional approach, and reports measurable outcomes related to knowledge, attitudes, and utilization of AI in healthcare. The conclusions drawn are consistent with the results presented, and the recommendations are aligned with the identified barriers.


	

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

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


	From the abstract provided, the language is generally clear and understandable, but it would benefit from minor grammatical adjustments, smoother sentence transitions, and a more formal academic tone to fully meet scholarly communication standards.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely topic with clear objectives and generally sound methodology. However, improvements are required before it can be considered for publication. Specifically, the title may be refined for clarity and precision, the abstract should be made more concise and structured to reflect the study’s scope and findings, and recent references (2021–2025) should be incorporated to enhance currency. Language polishing is also recommended to meet scholarly communication standards.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Allah Bux Kachiwal, Sindh Agriculture University, Pakistan
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


