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	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 manuscript provides a timely overview of AI integration in orthopedic and cardiac medical devices, which is valuable for clinicians and researchers navigating the rapidly evolving landscape of AI-enabled healthcare technologies. The review consolidates information about FDA-cleared AI devices with practical clinical applications, offering a useful reference point for understanding current capabilities and regulatory pathways. However, the scientific contribution is somewhat limited as it primarily summarizes existing devices rather than presenting novel analyses, critical evaluation of effectiveness data, or systematic comparison of AI versus traditional approaches. The manuscript would be more impactful if it included quantitative outcome analyses, cost-effectiveness assessments, or critical discussion of the limitations and failure cases of AI technologies in these fields.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is somewhat generic and overly broad.

Suggested alternative: "Artificial Intelligence-Enabled Medical Devices in Orthopedics and Cardiology: A Review of Current Applications and Regulatory Landscape"

This better reflects the actual content, which focuses heavily on specific FDA-cleared devices rather than a comprehensive analysis of AI's "transformative impact."


	

	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 requires significant revision:

Additions needed: Clear statement of review methodology (databases searched, inclusion/exclusion criteria)

，Specific examples of outcomes or performance metrics，Mention of limitations or challenges identified

，Clear statement of the review's unique contribution

Deletions/modifications needed: Remove excessive detail about sports medicine (disproportionate to article content)，Eliminate vague statements like "AI-powered medical devices have the potential to change the way healthcare...is delivered"，Reduce redundancy (orthopedics and cardiology are mentioned multiple times without adding information)，The section on sports injuries and specialists seems disconnected from the AI device focus


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has several issues:
1. Lack of critical analysis - The review reads more like a descriptive catalog than a scientific analysis. There's minimal evaluation of evidence quality, clinical outcomes, or comparative effectiveness.

2. Inconsistent depth - Some devices receive detailed technical descriptions while lacking clinical outcome data or validation studies.

3. Missing methodology - No clear systematic review protocol, search strategy, or quality assessment framework is presented.

4. Connection between sections - The sports medicine discussion feels tangential to the main AI device focus.

5. Limited discussion of AI algorithms - For an AI-focused review, there's surprisingly little explanation of the machine learning approaches, training datasets, validation methods, or performance metrics.

6. No critical evaluation - Missing discussion of limitations, bias risks, black-box problems, or failed implementations.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references have significant limitations:
Insufficient for a comprehensive review - Only 22 references for a review covering multiple specialties

Limited peer-reviewed literature - Heavy reliance on FDA documents rather than clinical validation studies

systematic reviews or meta-analyses from the AI in medicine literature

Missing recent landmark papers on AI in medical imaging, surgical robotics, and clinical decision support

No references on AI ethics, bias, or regulatory challenges

	

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


	The English requires moderate improvement:
Grammatical errors throughout (e.g., "DDD stands for discogenic back pain. Disc degeneration was established...")

Inconsistent terminology and capitalization

 (e.g., "cardiology had emerged a lot")Run-on sentences that reduce clarity

Some sections read like technical documentation rather than scholarly writing

Would benefit from professional editing


	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript requires major revisions before it meets standards for scholarly publication. The topic is important, but the execution needs significant strengthening in methodology, critical analysis, and scientific rigor.
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