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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	Integrates sentiment analysis from social media to improve movie recommendations.

Uses a hybrid approach combining collaborative, content-based, and sentiment models.

Leverages real-time user feedback for better personalization.

Contributes to developing more emotionally intelligent, user-centric AI systems.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Relevant and clear. The title precisely captures the core idea of the work 
	

	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 of the article is fairly comprehensive, but it can be significantly improved for clarity
Mentions the limitations of traditional recommendation systems.

Highlights the integration of multiple algorithms for improved personalization.

Emphasizes a user-friendly interface and application relevance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically valid idea, but needs better explanation, evaluation, and clarity for publication-level quality.
Lacks detailed explanation of algorithms and models used.

Evaluation results are vague—no clear metrics or comparisons.

Contradictions in sentiment and ratings are not addressed.

More statistical validation and scientific analysis are required.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate in number but not recent.

Update the reference list with recent papers (2020–2024), especially those involving transformers, deep 
Learning, and hybrid recommender models for a stronger academic impact.

References are not properly cited also. 


	

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


	The language is understandable but not yet suitable for scholarly publication without professional proofreading and academic tone improvements.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figure 1: could do better with good quality and labelling is not properly visible. 
Same suggestion will go for other diagrams.
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