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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 gap in the application of predictive analytics within non-profit organizations (NPOs), a sector often overlooked in data science research. By synthesizing recent literature (2020–2025), it provides actionable insights into optimizing fundraising, volunteer management, and resource allocation, which are vital for NPOs operating under resource constraints. The study’s focus on ethical challenges and capacity-building strategies further enhances its relevance for practitioners and researchers aiming to bridge the digital divide in the non-profit sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate but could be refined for precision:

Suggested Alternative: "Predictive Analytics for Resource Optimization in Non-Profits: Applications, Challenges, and Ethical Considerations"
	

	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 effectively summarizes the study’s aim, methodology, and key findings. However, it could briefly mention the ethical and capacity-related challenges identified (e.g., data privacy, algorithmic bias) to better align with the manuscript’s broader discussion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust, with a clear methodology (systematic literature review) and well-supported arguments. The applications of predictive analytics (e.g., donor segmentation, volunteer scheduling) are backed by recent peer-reviewed studies.
	

	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 mostly recent (2020–2025), though adding the following could strengthen the ethical discussion:

Mittelstadt et al. (2016) on ethical AI principles (Big Data & Society).

Sandvig et al. (2014) on algorithmic bias (International Journal of Communication).
	

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


	The language is scholarly but has minor grammatical errors (e.g., "temper" instead of "hinder" in the Introduction). A thorough proofreading is recommended.
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