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	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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical issue in the U.S. housing market—bias in tenant screening—and explores the potential of AI to mitigate these biases. It is highly relevant to both the engineering and social science communities as it combines technology with societal challenges. By examining real-world applications and ethical concerns, the manuscript provides insights into how AI can reshape tenant screening processes, offering a more equitable housing market. Its discussion of regulatory frameworks and ethical AI design principles further enhances its value for policymakers and developers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and reflects the manuscript's core focus.
No changes needed.
	

	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 is comprehensive and outlines the study's objectives, methodology, and key findings.
Suggestion: The abstract could briefly mention the real-world AI tools (e.g., Zillow, TurboTenant) discussed to give readers a clearer sense of practical applications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust. It effectively synthesizes existing research and provides detailed analysis. However, it lacks empirical data or quantitative analysis, which would strengthen its claims about AI's effectiveness in reducing bias.
Suggestion: Incorporating statistical comparisons between traditional and AI-based tenant screening methods would enhance the manuscript's scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent, covering relevant academic and industry sources.

	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear, scholarly English suitable for academic communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a balanced discussion of the pros and cons of AI in tenant screening. However, more emphasis on practical challenges, such as legal liabilities for landlords using AI systems, would enhance its real-world applicability.

	


	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)


	


	Reviewer Details:



	Name:
	Anas Ibrahim

	Department, University & Country
	Adeyemi Federal University of Education, Nigeria


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

