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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 one of the most pressing challenges in modern healthcare AI—balancing data utility, patient privacy, and algorithmic fairness. By proposing a validated information governance framework that integrates differential privacy, dynamic consent, and fairness-aware synthetic data generation, the study offers a holistic solution for ethical and compliant AI research. It advances current methodologies by providing standardized validation metrics and practical governance protocols, facilitating secure data sharing and equitable AI outcomes. Moreover, the framework supports regulatory compliance under GDPR and HIPAA, paving the way for scalable, privacy-preserving innovation in healthcare and biomedical research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “Information Governance Framework for AI-Generated Synthetic Patient Data in Healthcare Research: Balancing Utility, Privacy, and Algorithmic Bias Mitigation” is highly 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.


	This framework provides a scalable and policy-aligned pathway for ethical AI deployment in healthcare, promoting trust, transparency, and equity in medical research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and demonstrates a high level of academic rigor. The study follows a systematic design science methodology, incorporating well-established principles from AI, data privacy, and healthcare governance. The integration of differential privacy, dynamic consent mechanisms, and fairness-aware synthetic data generation is grounded in current scientific literature and supported by appropriate mathematical formulations, validation metrics, and empirical results.

The research design is coherent and reproducible, with quantitative evaluations (e.g., privacy-utility trade-offs, bias mitigation outcomes, and scalability tests) that reinforce the credibility of the findings. References are current (2021–2025) and drawn from reputable journals, showing alignment with ongoing discussions in healthcare AI ethics and governance.

However, a few minor considerations could strengthen the scientific presentation:

· Simplifying some formula-heavy sections in the methodology to improve readability for multidisciplinary audiences.

· Adding brief clarification on the limitations of synthetic data generalizability in real-world clinical settings.

Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, methodologically robust, and contributes valuable insights toward ethical and privacy-preserving AI governance in healthcare.
	

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

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are highly suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript demonstrates a formal, academic tone appropriate for publication in scientific journals. Sentences are generally well-structured, grammatically correct, and technically precise. The author effectively uses discipline-specific terminology related to AI governance, healthcare data privacy, and bias mitigation, showing strong subject-matter command.

However, a few minor stylistic adjustments could further enhance readability and fluency:

Simplify overly long or complex sentences—some sections, especially in the Methodology and Discussion, use extended technical descriptions that could be divided into shorter, clearer statements.

Reduce repetition of technical terms (e.g., “differential privacy,” “synthetic data generation”) by substituting with pronouns or concise phrases where context allows.

Ensure consistency in tense usage—maintain past tense for methods and results, and present tense for conclusions and general truths.

Overall, the manuscript’s English is clear, professional, and well-suited for academic publication, requiring only minimal stylistic refinement rather than substantive language editing.
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