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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. 
 

The article provides a thorough and insightful analysis of the topic of AI, offering valuable 
contributions to the field. The methodology is sound, and the conclusions are well-
supported by the data. I feel appreciate of the clarity of the writing and the logical 
structure of the statement about the study. 
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Is the title of the article 
suitable? 
(If not please suggest an 
alternative title) 

 

Yes, and the writing about the study refelceted to national development.   

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 effectively captures the key elements of the article, clearly outlining the 
literarature review and main findings. It provides a concise overview of the study and 
engages the reader by highlighting its significance and relevance to the field. Overall, it is 
well-structured and informative 

 

Is the manuscript 
scientifically, correct? 
Please write here. 

The manuscript appears scientifically sound. The Systematic Literatire review is robust, 
and the results are well-supported by the previous data statement. The author’s 
interpretations align with the evidence presented, and the conclusions drawn are logical 
based on the findings. There are no apparent issues with the scientific accuracy of the 
study. 

 

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

The references are comprehensive and appropriately chosen, providing a strong 
foundation for the manuscript. The sources are recent, with the majority being from the 
last five years. While the manuscript cites several important studies, I recommend 
expanding the reference list to include more recent publications on the topic. Some 
sections, particularly in the literature review, rely on older sources (published more than 
10 years ago), which could be updated with more current research to improve the 
manuscript's timeliness. 

 

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

Yes.   

Optional/General comments 
 

I believe the article would benefit from a more thorough discussion of its limitations. 
Including a section on potential future research (which is good section in this study), the 
findings would make the article more impactful. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 

Name: Nor Ain Binti Zainuddin 

Department, University & Country 
University Teknologi Mara (UiTM), Malaysia 
 

 
 
 
 
 


