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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.


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the scope, methodology, and objectives of the study.
Through this research in a manuscript format, a highly relevant and contemporary issue has been addressed in a cohesive manner by systematically examining and analyzing worldwide research output in artificial intelligence in orthopedics and correlating these findings with financial investments in artificial intelligence throughout various countries globally. While most research in this matter has only focused on trend and trend analysis of artificial intelligence in making predictions on worldwide research output in this arena in the coming years, this research has provided valuable insights to this field of study by examining economic commitments to artificial intelligence in various countries throughout the world.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the scope, methodology, and objectives of the study.
	

	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 comprehensive and well structured, clearly presenting the background, objectives, methods, key results, and conclusions of the study. It effectively summarizes the scope and major findings of the manuscript. However, minor refinements are suggested to improve clarity and academic tone. The study design could be explicitly identified as a bibliometric and correlation analysis, and some sentences could be slightly condensed to avoid overly broad statements. No major additions are required, but minor language polishing would strengthen the abstract further.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The literature search strategy, data extraction process, and analytical tools used are suitable for achieving the stated objectives. The correlation analysis between AI investment and publication output is logically justified and correctly interpreted. The conclusions are supported by the presented data, and limitations are adequately acknowledged, enhancing the overall scientific credibility of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and largely up to date, with a strong representation of recent literature (2023–2025). The authors have cited key studies related to artificial intelligence in orthopaedics, bibliometric analysis, and global research collaboration. No essential references appear to be missing; however, inclusion of one or two additional recent high-impact reviews on AI policy or funding and research productivity could further strengthen the contextual framing.


	

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


	The language is generally understandable and conveys the intended scientific message. However, the manuscript would benefit from professional language editing to correct grammatical inconsistencies, typographical errors, and issues with sentence structure. Improving linguistic precision and consistency will significantly enhance readability and ensure suitability for high-quality scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conceived and valuable contribution to the literature on artificial intelligence in orthopaedics. With minor to moderate revisions—particularly focused on language refinement, consistency, and slight methodological clarifications—the manuscript has strong potential for publication in a reputable peer-reviewed journal. The policy and global health implications discussed add considerable value and should be retained.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript. The study is based on secondary analysis of publicly available bibliographic data and does not involve human participants, animals, or identifiable personal data. Ethical approval is therefore not required, and the authors have appropriately stated this in the manuscript.


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are identified. The authors have clearly declared the absence of financial, non-financial, or personal conflicts of interest that could have influenced the conduct or reporting of the study.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No evidence of plagiarism is suspected based on the content reviewed. The manuscript appears to be original, and the ideas, interpretations, and structure are appropriately supported by citations to relevant literature. No related proofs or web links are necessary.
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