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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 paper tackles an exciting and very relevant area—how artificial intelligence is shaping healthcare and psychology. The bibliometric analysis is particularly helpful because it gives a clear picture of how research in this area has evolved and where it’s headed. I think this work has the potential to be a valuable resource for researchers, practitioners, and even policymakers who are interested in the future of AI in these fields.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title works well and gives readers a clear idea of what to expect. That said, you might want to make it a bit more dynamic. Something like "Emerging Trends in AI for Healthcare and Psychology: Insights from a Bibliometric Analysis" could make it a little more engaging.
	

	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 does a good job summarizing the paper, but it could be even stronger if it highlighted some of the key trends or insights from your analysis. For example, mentioning a particularly interesting cluster or an unexpected finding would help draw readers in right away.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	You’ve done a thorough job here, and your analysis is well-grounded in evidence. One thing I’d love to see more of is how these findings can be applied in practice—maybe some examples of how researchers or practitioners could use your insights to guide their work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are solid, and it’s clear you’ve done your homework. Adding a couple of newer studies, especially those from 2022–2023, could make your discussion feel even more current and relevant.
	

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


	The writing is clear and professional, which I appreciate. There are a few spots where simplifying the language could make it easier for a broader audience to follow, especially for readers who might not have a technical background.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It might be worth including a short section on the ethical challenges of using AI in healthcare and psychology—this is something people are increasingly worried about, and it would add another layer of depth to your work.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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? 


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

I didn’t notice any ethical concerns, but it might be interesting to touch on issues like data privacy or biases in AI systems—these are important topics in this field.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No concerns here.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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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”
"I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer."
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	Guideline
	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)
	8.8/10
I’d recommend minor revisions to fine-tune the paper and make it even more impactful.
  Add a bit more detail to the abstract to highlight specific findings or trends.

  Consider including a short section on the ethical aspects of AI in healthcare and psychology.

  Use visuals to summarize your findings—it could make the paper more engaging.

  Simplify some of the technical language to make it easier for a wider audience to understand.

  Include a brief discussion on gaps in the research and recommendations for future studies.
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