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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

 The manuscript cites a wide range of relevant studies, which strengthens its arguments. 

 The references are comprehensive and relevant, covering a wide range of studies and reviews 
pertinent to the topic. 

 

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 provides a sufficient overview of AI's potential in nephrology, emphasizing its role 
in enhancing diagnosis, treatment protocols, and clinical efficacy.  

 However, the abstract could be improved by briefly mentioning specific applications and 
outcomes discussed in the manuscript. 

 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

 The inclusion of tables summarizing key studies enhances clarity and credibility.  

 Moreover, the manuscript critically evaluates the strengths and limitations of AI technologies in 
nephrology, demonstrating a balanced and well-informed perspective. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

Incorporating more recent references, particularly studies published within the last two to three years, 
could enhance the review's currency and relevance. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 

 The first line content of the abstract mirrors with the 4th line content of the introduction. 

 From Figure 1 and Figure 2, delete the @symbol from the bottom part 

 Use citation in Table 3, Type of Diagnosis B and C 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Expand the discussion on future research directions and potential challenges in implementing AI in 
nephrology. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details) 
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