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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This manuscript is well and good at innovation and clears the clarity of the reader. It is

well structured and well written. The author does a good job of presenting a highly

technical and complicated process in an easy-to-understand manner. Authors need to

cross check the reference section by addressing the cited contents in the introduction and

related work part. The introduction must be an extended version of the abstract. The

authors must elaborate on the points highlighted on the abstract and give supportive

ideas and references. The conclusions in this manuscript are primitive. Rewrite your

conclusions. References aren’t formatted according to rules. Additional References:

The following articles could be useful: • Has the Future Started? The Current Growth

of Artificial Intelligence, Machine Learning, and Deep Learning.

https://doi.org/10.52866/ijcsm.2022.01.01.013 • A diagnostic testing for people with

appendicitis using machine learning techniques.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11042-022-11939-8
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
I am really grateful to review this manuscript. In my opinion, this manuscript can be

published once some revision is done successfully. I made one suggestion and I would

like to ask your kind understanding. This study used numeric data from 763 patients,

applied eight machine learning models and achieved the area under the curve of 72%

with logistic regression and the support vector machine for the prediction of the length

of stay for hip fracture. This study presented variable importance results as well. I would

argue that this is a good achievement. However, it can be noted that the Shapley

Additive Explanations (SHAP) summary plot is very effective to identify the direction of

association between the length of stay for hip fracture and its major predictor derived

from variable importance. In this context, I would like to ask the authors to derive the

SHAP summary plot.
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