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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 review manuscript addresses a highly relevant and timely topic, as artificial intelligence continues to reshape healthcare delivery, clinical decision-making, and biomedical research. The paper provides a comprehensive synthesis of AI applications spanning medical imaging, virtual care, drug discovery, and patient engagement, which is valuable for researchers, clinicians, and policymakers alike. The breadth of coverage and integration of recent advances, including large language models and explainable AI, strengthen its relevance. Overall, the manuscript makes a meaningful contribution by consolidating diverse AI-driven healthcare innovations into a coherent narrative.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and accurately reflects the scope and nature of the manuscript. It clearly indicates that the paper is a comprehensive review and appropriately highlights AI-driven innovations in healthcare. No change to the title is necessary.
	

	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 manuscript is well organized with logically structured sections and subsections. The progression from historical background to applications, ethical challenges, and future directions is clear and coherent. The use of tables and figures enhances clarity. Overall, the structure is appropriate and supports reader comprehension effectively.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. The discussion of AI methodologies, including machine learning, deep learning, transformers, and generative models, is accurate and well-supported by the literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are extensive, relevant, and largely recent, demonstrating thorough engagement with current literature. The inclusion of high-impact journals and recent studies strengthens the scholarly foundation. Only minor streamlining or removal of duplicate citations is suggested, but overall the references are sufficient and appropriate.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, well-articulated, and professional in tone. Minor grammatical and stylistic refinements may improve readability, but overall the English usage meets academic standards and does not hinder comprehension.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript. The authors explicitly discuss ethical considerations, data privacy, algorithmic bias, and transparency, demonstrating responsible scholarship.
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