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	1: Review Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s feedback 

	Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	The article covers good topics, but I have many concerns.

A- Upon examining several AI detector software, I have identified significant instances of theft. Utilizing artificial intelligence comes with strict regulations. If you have employed AI, you must explicitly address this issue at the end of the article, outlining all potential consequences and taking responsibility for the accuracy of the content. 

B- Additionally, there are numerous grammatical errors in the text that need to be reviewed by a native language editor.

C- Another point is the limited and outdated use of references. The article requires a minimum of 100 new references from 2018 onwards.

D- A crucial point is the very weak abstract. It should be 300 words long and include an introduction, objectives, results, conclusion, and recommendations for future research.

E- The introduction is excessively lengthy, confusing, and weak. The introduction should consist of a maximum of 6 paragraphs and should not contain sub-sections. 

F- One of the most important aspects is the lack of figures. A review article should have a minimum of 3 figures, which you need to design. Additionally, it is unnecessary to provide such detailed points. Instead, each subsection should be explained in a paragraph, rather than itemizing each specific concern.

	

	Minor REVISION comments


	The manuscript needs major revision

	

	Optional comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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