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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.


	This manuscript contributes to the scientific community by illustrating the practical application of data analysis and machine learning methodologies to understand the dynamics of a major streaming platform, such as Netflix. It provides insights into content trends, audience preferences, and strategic decision-making within the streaming industry, which is valuable for researchers and industry professionals. This study also emphasizes the importance of data visualization in transforming complex data into actionable information, highlighting the role of tools such as Python and Tableau in this process. Furthermore, it identifies areas for future research, such as incorporating user-generated content analysis and refining predictive models, thereby establishing a direction for further academic exploration in this domain.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is reasonably suitable, but it's a bit generic. While it accurately reflects the content, it doesn't highlight the specific focus on Netflix.

- Netflix Data Analysis: Visualizing Content Dynamics and User Behavior through Machine Learning
	

	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 provides a good overview of the study, but it could be improved with a few additions and refinements for greater comprehensiveness:

· Specify data: Add "Netflix content and user data" for clarity.

· Name ML: List key ML techniques (e.g., "k-means clustering, regression").

· Pick 1 key: Highlight one main finding (e.g., "U.S./India content influence").

· Stronger close: Briefly add the broader impact (e.g., "importance of data-driven strategies").
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on my review, the manuscript appears to be generally scientifically sound, but there are some areas where it could be strengthened:
· Methodology: Sound workflow, but needs more detail on specific techniques/parameters used in pre-processing, analysis, and ML.

· Visualization: Appropriate tools (Python, Tableau), effective visuals, but could have more in-depth interpretation and connection to theory.

· Results/Conclusion: Clear presentation, accurate summary. Could strengthen the link between results, literature, and implications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The existing references are a good starting point but adding more specific and in-depth sources in the areas of machine learning techniques, recommender systems, data visualization principles, and the broader streaming industry would make the manuscript more comprehensive and impactful.
	

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


	The language is adequate for conveying the information, but refining the clarity, grammar, flow, and precision would elevate the overall quality of the writing and make it more suitable for a high-level scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Link to Netflix: Connect findings more directly to Netflix's strategic decisions.

· Discuss limits: Provide a more detailed discussion of the study's limitations.

· Expand future work: Suggest more specific research questions/methods for future studies.

· Ethics: Briefly address ethical considerations of using user data.

· Improve captions: Make figure/table captions more descriptive and self-contained.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 


	No
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