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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 presented a framework for building secure and compliant AI systems related to healthcare industry rather than just proposing a predictive model, which can highly relevant to the future of digital medicine. The major contribution of manuscript lies in preserving privacy in healthcare AI and conducting ethical/trustworthy AI system development, reproducible remote research methodologies, integration of federated learning with clinical workflow optimization.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, Title is likely suitable. I can relate the manuscript for it’s work in the research
	

	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.


	Where abstract seems ok to me but improvements will make it more comprehensive. Few suggestions are below: 1. I feel abstract is slightly long, closed to around 300 words, where most journals expect 150-250 words. Try to merge/shorten some sentences.

2. The Abstract includes several implementation level details which usually belong to methodology section.

3. I would like to add a statement of novelty and remove any un-necessary wordings like mentioning ‘particularly in diabetics prediction’.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript looks PhD-level and journal-ready in structure. However, scientifically it may need more considerations. Below are few details: 1. AUC = 0.52 is close to random prediction. This needs improvements

2. synthetic data fidelity KS ~ 0.35-0.41 may considered moderate/low fidelity. 3. Dataset size should be increased (442 samples for FL simulation seems quite small).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are thoughtfully aligned for the research.
	

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


	Quality of English language is highly moderate and suitable for communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript is like a Design Science / Privacy Engineering study, which is good for journals in health informatics, AI governance, or digital health policy
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