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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 covers a topic that’s emerging and in demand, given how quickly such software systems are evolving. By summing everything together and analysing a wide range of recent studies, the authors represent a clear view where RL is used with self-adaptive software mechanism. The practical focus is outstanding, collection of real-world challenges and deployment of such a system which is an achievement. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title fits really well, it is clear and up to the point. The original title is easy to understand and get an overview of the studies. I my opinion, it is well-aligned but could be shorten a bit more such as “Recent Advances in RL for Self-Adaptive Software Systems: A Systematic Review” 
	

	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 strong. It provides a clear sense of motivation of the entire study such as the practical work and key takeaways. I admire the approach of the study as it does not only focus on the positive aspects but also challenges involved. I would suggest to shorten a few complicated sentences and state clearly how this approach could help further research or real-world applications. Overall, the abstract presents a solid foundation. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, It does, the methodology and findings are supported by data have both strengths and limitations but the approach is scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The authors have cited a wide range of relevant articles, conference papers and journals. Most of them are recent from 2021 to 2025 it ensures the discussion is based on recent studies. I would suggest to add more references to get and provide more insights. 
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, precise, and generally well-structured, making it accessible to both specialists and readers who may be less familiar with the topic 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is a great contribution to the field of reinforcement learning and selfadaptive software system. Perhaps some further clarification in real world application could improve the quality even more. 
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