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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	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?


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a highly relevant and timely topic with a modern perspective. The authors provide a comprehensive overview of the global implications of AI-assisted ECG interpretation. Nonetheless, I would like to offer several content-related and formal observations that may enhance the clarity and rigor of the work.

Content Considerations
· The authors emphasize that AI-based ECG interpretation may alleviate the workload of healthcare professionals and improve workflow efficiency. However, this time-saving effect may be only apparent, as cardiologists will still be required to supervise AI-generated readings. The potential reduction in workload should be critically assessed in light of the need for human oversight.

· While the reported accuracy of AI algorithms is notably high (96–99%, see Table 2), the issue of false negatives remains critical. Cardiologists must verify that ECGs classified as normal by AI do not contain undetected abnormalities. This implies that all ECGs will still require review, limiting the practical impact of automation. The authors appropriately note that human supervision is indispensable for interpreting borderline or ambiguous results and that contextual clinical judgment remains essential.

· The question of legal and professional responsibility in reporting also warrants further discussion. A cardiologist signing an ECG report will necessarily review the examination, regardless of AI involvement.

· The manuscript would benefit from a deeper exploration of AI’s ability to recognize artifacts, particularly those that complicate differential diagnosis. Examples include:

· Artifacts mimicking atrial fibrillation in patients with Parkinson’s disease

· Dextrocardia misinterpreted as electrode misplacement

· Recognition of specific patterns such as the Aslanger pattern

Formal Considerations
· Once abbreviations are defined (e.g., Artificial Intelligence [AI], Deep Learning [DL], electrocardiogram [ECG]), the full terms should not be repeated throughout the text. The manuscript currently uses both forms inconsistently.

· Bibliographic references are not cited uniformly. In the introduction, author names are used instead of numerical citations (e.g., Martínez-Sellés and Marina-Breysse, 2023; Muzammil et al., 2024), while later sections revert to numbered references (e.g., [1, 6, 10] or [2, 9, 12]). This inconsistency should be corrected to align with the journal’s citation style. 

· On paragraph 3.1, the sentence “Recent comparative studies further indicate…” should be supported by an appropriate bibliographic reference
· The reference list contains numerous inaccuracies that must be addressed before publication. Specific issues include:

· [2] Incorrect journal name and DOI

· [3]–[4] Incorrect author names, journal names, and DOI

· [5] Incomplete page numbers and incorrect DOI

· [6]–[7] Incomplete titles, incorrect author names, incorrect journal names, and DOI errors

· [8] Incorrect journal names; articles not traceable online; invalid DOIs

· [9]-[12] Articles not traceable online; invalid DOIs

· [13]–[20] Inconsistent citation formatting compared to earlier references; missing journal abbreviations; missing DOIs

These errors compromise the credibility and traceability of the manuscript. I strongly recommend a thorough revision of the reference list 
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