Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Engineering Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JERR_133843

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A Comprehensive Approach to Data Analysis and Visualization using Machine Learning

	Type of the Article
	Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 is relevant to the scientific community as it explores how data analytics and machine learning contribute to content strategy and user engagement in streaming services, specifically Netflix. It provides insights into data visualization tools such as Python and Tableau, making it valuable for data scientists, AI researchers, and media analysts. The study also emphasizes the significance of clean data and visualization in decision-making.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate as it accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. However, to enhance clarity, a possible revision could be:
“Data-Driven Insights Machine Learning Approaches for Netflix Content Analysis and Visualization.”

	

	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 well-structured and provides a comprehensive summary of the study. However, it could benefit from more clarity regarding specific machine learning techniques used and the key findings. The phrase "cutting-edge visualization technologies" could be replaced with "advanced visualization tools like Python and Tableau" for better precision.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and follows appropriate methodologies for data analysis. However, it would be beneficial to elaborate on the clustering and regression techniques employed. Providing more statistical details on the predictive models used would enhance the technical depth.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, but some are outdated. It is recommended to incorporate recent studies (2020-2024) on machine learning applications in content recommendation and data visualization. A few additional references on AI-driven content analytics in streaming platforms should be considered.


	

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


	The language quality is acceptable but could benefit from some grammatical and structural refinements. Minor errors, such as "Having over 230 million members as of 2024" (better phrased as "With over 230 million subscribers in 2024"), should be corrected.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The introduction effectively sets the stage for the research but should include a brief discussion on challenges faced in implementing machine learning in content analytics.

· Figures and tables should be labelled clearly with suitable titles and referred to in the text.

· The discussion section could be expanded to compare Netflix's data-driven approach with other major streaming services like Amazon Prime or Disney+.

· The literature review written in this is not in proper sequencing, like 1,2,3,4...
· Some places use the year (2020), while others use numbers [1]. Use a consistent format.

· Write the REFERENCES in a proper format like IEEE or any other standard format, in a consistent manner.
The manuscript is well-structured and presents valuable insights into data analytics and machine learning applications. Revisions in abstract clarity, reference updates, and additional comparative analysis with other streaming services would improve its quality.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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 ethical concerns were found in this manuscript.
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