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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 is significant to the scholarly community because it tackles a crucial and enduring problem in international healthcare: defensive medicine. Investigating the incorporation of AI-powered simulation-based training presents a progressive method of reducing the legal concerns that motivate needless medical procedures. The study demonstrates how AI can support evidence-based, patient-centered treatment, improve clinical decision-making, save healthcare costs, and improve patient outcomes. Further research on the moral, practical, and technological ramifications of AI in changing medical practice and education is also made possible by this.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Simulation-AI Training for Physicians: Reducing Defensive Medicine Mindsets," is informative but could be refined for clarity, impact, and broader appeal. It may be slightly awkward in phrasing ("Simulation-AI Training" is not a common expression) and might benefit from a more academic or polished tone.
Suggested Alternatives:

1. "Leveraging AI-Driven Simulation Training to Mitigate Defensive Medicine in Clinical Practice"

2. "Reducing Defensive Medicine Through AI-Powered Simulation Training for Physicians"

3. "Transforming Physician Mindsets: The Role of AI Simulation in Curbing Defensive Medicine"

4. "AI-Based Simulation Training as a Tool to Reduce Defensive Medicine Behaviors"

5. "Empowering Physicians Through AI Simulation: A Strategy to Minimize Defensive Medicine"


	

	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.


	Defensive medicine—characterized by the overuse of tests, procedures, and referrals or the avoidance of high-risk patients to minimize legal liability—remains a persistent and costly challenge in healthcare systems worldwide. Despite implementing tort reforms and various legislative initiatives, many physicians continue to practice defensively due to ongoing fears of litigation and professional scrutiny. In addition to raising healthcare expenses, this practice lowers the quality of care, adds to the administrative load, and undermines patient-centered methods. Artificial intelligence (AI) offers fresh possibilities to tackle these problems as the healthcare environment changes. This manuscript explores the potential of AI-powered simulation-based training as a transformative tool to reduce defensive medicine mindsets among physicians. By simulating real-world clinical scenarios in a safe and controlled environment, AI can help physicians build clinical confidence, receive personalized performance feedback, and identify cognitive patterns linked to defensive decision-making.

Furthermore, these training models allow for real-time adjustments based on user responses and detect early signs of risk-prone behavior that may lead to medical or legal consequences. Integrating such technologies into medical education and practice may enhance decision-making, reduce fear-driven care, and optimize healthcare delivery. This article advocates a paradigm shift toward data-driven, simulation-based training to promote safer, more effective, patient-centered medical practice.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually and scientifically sound in its foundation, especially in linking AI simulation with potential behavioral improvements in medicine. However, for full scientific rigor:

· Claims should be supported with empirical data or framed as hypotheses.

· AI’s limitations and challenges should be acknowledged.

· Technical language should be precise and consistent.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language in the abstract is generally understandable but not yet fully suitable for scholarly communication in its current form. There are several areas where clarity, grammar, word choice, and overall fluency could be improved to meet academic standards.
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