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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 topic of predictive models, comparing them and deriving hybrid models from them is a new and interesting topic, especially with the development of many numerical models.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Appropriate and wonderful.
Student Enrollment Trends Forecasting in Higher Education Institutions: A Comparative Study of the Random Forest Model and a Hybrid Model
	

	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 appropriate, but it does not clarify the location, duration, and tools of the study. The 75 years mentioned refer to the study sample. There is confusion in the study methodology, although it is clear that it used the experimental and comparative approach between prediction models.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Good, and it can be re-divided and rearranged according to the notes in the study file regarding the introduction and the problem.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Insufficient and out of date.
Some recent references have been suggested that can be used.
	

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


	Good, except for the font type.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Separating the methodology from the theoretical framework, and updating references and previous studies to the extent possible.
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