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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 crucial for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive bibliometric analysis of the advancements in Artificial Intelligence applications in healthcare and psychology. By identifying emerging trends, key contributors, and geographical hotspots of research, it offers valuable insights into the current state and future directions of AI in these fields. The findings can guide researchers, policymakers, and practitioners in understanding the impact of AI innovations and addressing existing challenges. Additionally, the study's methodology and results can serve as a reference for future bibliometric analyses in related domains.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, "Emerging Trends and Insights: A Comprehensive Bibliometric Analysis of Artificial Intelligence Applications in Healthcare and Psychology," is suitable. It accurately reflects the content of the manuscript, highlighting the focus on emerging trends, insights, and the comprehensive bibliometric analysis of AI applications in healthcare and psychology. The title is clear, informative, and likely to attract the attention of researchers and practitioners interested in these fields.
	

	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.


	Yea
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 The manuscript follows a structured approach, including a clear abstract, detailed methodology, comprehensive literature review, and thorough analysis of findings. Here are some key points that support its scientific validity:

Methodology: The manuscript employs a robust bibliometric analysis using data from the Scopus database, which is a reputable source. The use of VOSviewer for network analysis and text mining adds credibility to the research methods.

Data Analysis: The manuscript includes detailed frequency analysis, co-authorship network analysis, and keyword co-occurrence analysis. These analyses are well-documented and provide valuable insights into the trends and patterns in AI applications in healthcare and psychology.

Literature Review: The literature review is comprehensive and cites relevant studies, demonstrating a thorough understanding of the current state of research in AI applications in healthcare and psychology.

Findings and Discussion: The findings are clearly presented, and the discussion provides a thoughtful interpretation of the results. The manuscript identifies emerging trends, key contributors, and geographical hotspots of research, which are important for guiding future studies.

Conclusion: The conclusion summarizes the key findings and emphasizes the importance of AI in healthcare and psychology. It also highlights the need for further research and addresses potential challenges.


	

	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 both sufficient and recent.
	

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


	The manuscript needs consistency in terms and phrases, improved grammar and punctuation, clarity and conciseness, clear definition of technical terms, and improved flow and transition between sections. The use of transitional phrases can help connect ideas between paragraphs, while rephrasing sentences can improve readability. Technical terms should be clearly defined to help readers familiar with specific jargon.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

 There is no mention of any conflicts of interest, and the study appears to be conducted objectively without any bias.

	

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

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	I have not checked, It is editors duty to check.
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “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)
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