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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 manuscript provides empirical validation that machine learning significantly enhances mobile app testing by improving defect detection, test coverage, and execution speed.

· It addresses a key research gap by evaluating ML techniques in real-world testing scenarios, offering practical relevance beyond theoretical models.

· The study supports integrating ML into CI/CD pipelines, promoting more efficient, scalable, and user-focused quality assurance processes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title of the manuscript is suitable.

· It clearly reflects the main focus of the study—enhancing mobile app testing through machine learning to improve user experience—and aligns well with the content presented in the manuscript.
	

	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.


	· Briefly mention the type of datasets or test environments used (e.g., real-world apps, cloud-based platforms) for better context.
· While the conclusion mentions Decision Tree and Random Forest, including them earlier would give a clearer preview of the study.
· The last sentence is a bit long. Breaking it into two clearer points—recommendations and challenges—would improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Use consistent and correct technical terms, such as correcting "MATHLAB" to "MATLAB" and ensuring uniformity in ML model names and terminology.

· Clarify and simplify complex or lengthy sentences to enhance readability and maintain an academic tone—avoid informal or unclear expressions like "narcotizes" or "perfect assertion."

· Explicitly state the evaluation setup, including dataset size, training-validation split, and whether any statistical significance tests were performed.

· Ensure all figures and graphs referenced are clearly and consistently labelled (e.g., Figure 1, Figure 2 or Fig. 1, Fig. 2), included, and described with axis details for full comprehension.

· Add brief reasoning for model performance, such as why Decision Tree and Random Forest outperformed others, to strengthen scientific justification.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Most references are recent (2021–2024) and relevant to the study.

· Add a few more sources focused on ML in mobile UI/UX and deep learning to strengthen the literature base.

· Ensure consistent formatting across all references (e.g., DOIs, punctuation).

· Consider including foundational ML papers for key models like Random Forest or CNNs.
	

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


	· The content is technically accurate and conveys complex ideas well.

· Key terms and research concepts are appropriately used.
· Correct minor grammar and punctuation errors to enhance professionalism.

· Ensure consistency in terminology and tense throughout the paper.
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