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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  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. 
 

This manuscript provides insightful information that could greatly improve our comprehension of 
important field issues. It fills in important gaps in the body of knowledge and creates new directions for 
investigation by offering cutting-edge results and approaches. Its contributions are an essential 
resource for researchers and practitioners alike because they not only improve theoretical frameworks 
but also have the ability to inform actual applications. All things considered, the work promotes 
cooperation and more research, highlighting its significance to the scientific community. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Review of Comprehensive PRISMA-Based AI-Driven Decision-Making for Prostate Cancer 
Diagnosis and Treatment 

 

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. 

 

It is comprehensive, but some sentence need rewrite for changes. Like.  
“19 studies were found to be eligible for inclusion after assessing all the studies on pre-specified 
inclusion and exclusion criteria.” 
 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Methodology search strategy part 
1. “Repeat words continuously, please write at once.” 
2. Studies selection “who are reviewers and how select inclusion-based criteria.” 
3. Table 1 shown “some numbers but didn’t define the meaning of these numbers.” 
4. Reference paper “are two much old, suggest latest paper reference given as a proof.” 
5. Conclusion “A total of $45,957 and $188,928” reference  

 

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. 

Ok,   

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

ok  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
Minor revision needs and English proof reading of the paper. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
Reviewer’s comment please proof reading of the whole paper, because some sentence not 
make a sense.  
Table 2 is ok, remove extra definition of the reference paper. 
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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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