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	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 critical inefficiencies in automated resume screening, a growing challenge in HR tech. By integrating BERT’s contextual embeddings with KNN’s similarity ranking, it achieves 96.91% parsing accuracy and 100% ranking accuracy—surpassing existing benchmarks. The hybrid approach resolves keyword-dependency gaps in NLP-based recruitment tools, offering organizations a scalable solution for high-volume resume processing. Its open support for PDF/DOCX/image inputs enhances practical applicability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes. The title clearly reflects the hybrid technique (KNN + BERT) and application domain (resume parsing).
	

	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.
	1. Add dataset size earlier ("962 resumes").
2. Clarify novelty: "BERT embeddings mitigate KNN’s contextual limitations."

3. Mention file-format flexibility earlier.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. Rigorous methodology: 80-10-10 data split, NER/TF-IDF preprocessing, weighted ensemble voting. Metrics (precision, recall, F1-score) validate claims. Benchmarking (Table 2) contextualizes superiority over TF-IDF/KNN/BERT baselines.
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	Mostly sufficient (20+ references, 80% within 5 years).
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	Suitable for publication but requires minor editing: 

- Fix tense inconsistencies (e.g., "The study introduces" → "introduced"). 

- Reduce passive voice (e.g., "was conducted" → "we conducted").
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