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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 offers a vital contribution to cardiovascular medicine by synthesizing 31 peer-reviewed studies (2020–2025) to rigorously evaluate the effectiveness of machine learning and deep learning against traditional clinical methods. Its scientific importance lies in confirming the superior efficacy of specific algorithms, such as XGBoost and CNNs, while critically exposing systemic barriers like the lack of external validation and persistent algorithmic bias that currently hinder real-world deployment. By identifying these gaps, the review provides an essential evidence base to guide future research toward creating more robust, interpretable, and clinically applicable predictive models.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it accurately describes the study design.
	

	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.


	I suggest explicitly mentioning adherence to the PRISMA framework to establish methodological rigor and adding a final sentence emphasizing the critical need for prospective validation and clinical integration to strengthen the conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically correct and methodologically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I suggest adding the recently published TRIPOD+AI statement to the discussion or future work section. This reference is critical as it provides the new gold standard for reporting AI-based prediction models and would significantly strengthen the authors' argument for rigorous validation.
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	The language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication.
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