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	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 provides a timely and comprehensive assessment of defensive medicine and the permutational role of AI-enhanced simulation training in mitigating its prevalence. As healthcare systems lock horns with rising costs, litigation pressures, and the demand for patient-centered care, the insights provided in this study are highly relevant. By integrating literature evidence, conceptual analysis, and pilot study findings, the study adds robustness to the discourse on medical education and clinical practice reform. By highlighting the psychological, institutional, and ethical roots of defensive medicine while pinpointing AI-led simulation as a practical intervention, the study makes a significant contribution to scholarly debate and offers actionable value to medical educators, policymakers, and healthcare practitioners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript, “Simulation-AI Training for Physicians: Reducing Defensive Medicine Mindsets,” is well bespoke to the content and objectives of the study. It aptly communicates the main aim of the research, which is the application of AI-driven simulation training to pitch defensive medicine practices among physicians. The title is clear and specific, reinforcing both the methodological approach (Simulation-AI Training) and the application area (defensive medicine in clinical practice). Additionally, it uses terminologies that are relevant and accessible to medical educators, healthcare practitioners, and researchers in health policy and medical ethics.
	

	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.


	This research paper’s abstract is generally comprehensive and effectively communicates the core aim, objectives, and contributions of the research. It starts by itemizing the central challenge of defensive medicine and its cost, ethical, and clinical impacts on healthcare delivery. The study emphasizes how AI-driven simulation training can elevate physician confidence, reduce fear-induce practices, and promote patient-centered care. Again, It highlights the potential of simulation to show personalized feedback, real-time adjustments, and early detection of high-risk tendencies, thereby reducing both medical and legal vulnerabilities. However, there is one area where the abstract could be improved. While the technical explanation is strong, the abstract could benefit from a concise concluding sentence that underscores the broader outcome of the research, particularly its practical relevance for healthcare educators, policymakers, and clinicians. This addition would enhance clarity and the abstract’s appeal to a wider scientific and professional audience.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust, with a well-grounded in current research and real-life practices. It begins by identifying a relevant and pressing issue in healthcare: the persistence of defensive medicine and its impact on costs, patient safety, and clinical decision-making. The author supplements the manuscript's methodological accuracy and credibility by adopting a thorough literature review blended with current empirical evidence from pilot studies and simulation platforms. The examination of psychological, institutional, and cultural drivers of defensive medicine demonstrates a nuanced understanding of real-world medical practice. In effect, the research emphasis on AI-powered simulation training, ethical considerations, and adaptive feedback mechanisms reflects both theoretical insight and practical applicability. The manuscript also makes a meaningful contribution by reframing defensive medicine not merely as a legal or policy issue, but as a cognitive and behavioral problem that can be addressed through innovative educational strategies. Overall, the scientific framing, evidence integration, and conclusions drawn appear sound and justified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly sufficient and well-selected, with comibnation of foundational studies on defensive medicine and more current works on AI in healthcare education. However, a noticeable portion of the references are over five years old, and several citations appear tangential (e.g., cybersecurity-focused AI sources) instead of being directly related to clinical practice or medical education. To further strengthen the research, the study would benefit from the inclusion of additional current peer-reviewed works (2023–2025) that specifically address AI implementation in medical training, simulation in healthcare. Incorporating such recent and domain-specific references would enhance the manuscript’s currency, scientific depth, and alignment with contemporary scholarly discourse.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the study are generally ideal for academic communication. The manuscript uses appropriate technical terminology and conveys complex concepts related to defensive medicine, simulation-based training, and AI adaptation in medical education. However, occasional issues with sentence structure, wordiness, and formatting, such as overly long paragraphs, repetition of ideas, and inconsistent use of terms may affect readability. Refining the text for clarity, consistency, and conciseness would improve its overall presentation. With minor grammatical and stylistic improvements, the manuscript would meet the standards expected in academic publications and effectively communicate its contributions to the medical education and healthcare research community.
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