
Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Medicine and Health 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJMAH_148009

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A Systematic Literature Review of Machine Learning Methods in Healthcare

	Type of the Article
	




	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 paper offers a clear and structured overview of how machine learning is being applied across healthcare, especially in diagnostics, imaging, and personalized treatment. It summarizes a decade of research and highlights both global trends and the growing role of ML in low-resource settings like India. The review helps readers understand what’s been achieved and where the major gaps remain, making it a useful reference for researchers and practitioners in medical AI.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is accurate and clearly represents the content.
	

	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.

	The abstract is detailed and informative, capturing the objectives, scope, and main findings. However, it could benefit from slightly clearer quantitative synthesis (e.g., proportion of studies by ML type) and a sentence summarizing the methodological rigor (e.g., adherence to PRISMA guidelines).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the paper is technically sound. It follows a systematic review structure, referencing appropriate literature and methodologies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are abundant, relevant, and up-to-date (most between 2020–2024). However, the referencing style is inconsistent with the journal’s required Vancouver (numeric) format. Currently, it uses author–year (Harvard/APA) citations. Authors should convert all in-text citations to numerical format and reorder the reference list accordingly.
	

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

	Yes. The manuscript is written in clear, formal English with minimal grammatical issues. A light proofreading pass could improve sentence compactness and consistency of tense (present vs past).
	

	Optional/General comments

	· The paper could include a concise table summarizing study characteristics by region and methodology to enhance readability.
· Figures such as the PRISMA flowchart should include numerical labels for each step.
· A brief section on the limitations of systematic reviews (publication bias, dataset imbalance) would strengthen Section 7.4.

The paper is scientifically sound, comprehensive, and well-written. The main required improvements are formatting (Vancouver citation style), minor linguistic edits, and slightly enhanced data synthesis clarity.
	











	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]
PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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