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	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.

	The study tackles a significant and timely issue, exploring patient attitudes toward informed consent through the innovative application of artificial neural networks. The authors have conducted thorough descriptive and statistical analyses, which are executed with precision. Additionally, the results are communicated clearly, enhancing the manuscript's overall impact. Therefore, I believe the manuscript is suitable for publication, contingent upon minor revisions to refine its clarity and depth.
	

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

	I consider the title to be both suitable and effective.
	

	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 of outlining the study's goals, methods, and outcomes. That said, it could be more impactful if it offered a tighter summary of the main takeaways, especially when it comes to what the low accuracy in predicting the "Not" category for "Patient Information" means in practice. Highlighting these implications would make the abstract more engaging and informative for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is generally scientifically sound and aligns with established research norms.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	To make manuscript even better, consider adding recent studies from after 2020. This would show the latest trends, particularly regarding telemedicine and digital consent forms.
	

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

	As I reviewed yes, it is well writted and suitable for scholarly communication
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