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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is of considerable importance to the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive bibliometric analysis of AI applications in health and psychology, two fields that are undergoing rapid technological transformation. By systematically mapping emerging trends and identifying key research clusters, the study offers valuable insights into the current state of research and highlights areas for further exploration. The integration of methodologies such as text mining and co-occurrence analysis enriches the understanding of the interaction between AI and psychological health, providing a basis for interdisciplinary collaborations. Furthermore, the findings have practical implications for defining future research priorities, addressing global health challenges, and informing policy and funding strategies for AI-driven innovations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 of the article provides a general overview of the study, including its purpose, methodology, and findings. However, it lacks clarity and completeness in some areas and could benefit from revisions for improved structure and precision.
1. The abstract briefly mentions the study's purpose but does not clearly articulate the significance or objectives of the bibliometric analysis.
2. While emerging trends are mentioned, the abstract could include specific examples of the most notable trends identified.

3. The abstract does not discuss the implications of the findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript employs established bibliometric methodologies, tools like VOSviewer, and a robust dataset from the Scopus database to analyze trends in AI applications within healthcare and psychology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally sufficient and include several recent and relevant sources, particularly from 2020 to 2023, which align well with the timeframe of the study.
	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment: The paper explores a timely and impactful topic at the intersection of AI, healthcare, and psychology. The comprehensive bibliometric methodology, combined with keyword co-occurrence and text mining, ensures a robust analysis of trends and insights. The use of VOSviewer and the Scopus database adds reliability to the study, while the detailed findings, including publication trends by journals, countries, authors, and keywords, enhance its depth. The structured clustering of keywords into themes such as security features, AI capabilities, and healthcare professionals further provides a clear and organized view of the research landscape. Additionally, the inclusion of charts and figures effectively visualizes these insights, improving the accessibility of the findings.

However, the paper has notable weaknesses that need addressing. The abstract lacks clarity in articulating the study's purpose, diminishing its appeal to readers. While the bibliometric findings are detailed, the paper primarily remains descriptive and lacks critical analysis or discussion of the implications and gaps identified in the research.
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	The manuscript does not explicitly mention any competing interest issues.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	I recommend running the manuscript through a reliable plagiarism detection tool to confirm originality and ensure there is no unintentional overlap with existing literature.
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	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer
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	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	Overall Marks: 7.5
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