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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.


	The manuscript is of significant importance because it addresses a critical gap of tackling the challenges of underutilized dark data in healthcare, which can lead to improved patient outcomes and more effective disease diagnosis. It equally developed a predictive framework, which enhances the ability to identify and respond to potential cyber threats, particularly zero-day exploits in at-home medical IoT devices. It further highlights the importance of data privacy, improve patient safety and provides a roadmap for future research. The research contributes to the advancement of predictive analytics, cybersecurity and precision medicine.
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	The abstract effectively conveys the main points, which includes research objectives and methodology, highlights of key findings and also emphasizes of the study and its potential impact on patient safety and precision medicine. But, transition between sentences could be made smoother, making it easier to follow
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	The abstract demonstrates a good level of scientific correctness, it provides a clear overview of the methodology used, result presentation which suggest a solid scientific basis for discussion
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