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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 paper is a real gem for researchers and IT folks working on enterprise systems. It dives deep into how AI, especially generative AI, can shake up application integration and API development, making them smarter and more efficient. The proposed AI-Enabled Integration Capability Framework (AICF) is a solid tool that bridges theory and practice, offering practical solutions for real-world challenges. It’s especially relevant for industries like finance and healthcare, where seamless integration is critical, and it pushes the conversation forward on digital transformation.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title does a good job of capturing the paper’s focus on AI in integration and API development. It’s clear, but it could use a slight tweak to make it more specific and catchier. Suggested Alternative Title: “Revolutionizing Application Integration and API Development with AI: A Framework for Smart Automation.

	

	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 covers all the key points—goals, methods, findings, and recommendations—and gives a solid overview of AI’s role in tackling integration issues. That said, it feels a bit wordy in places. I’d suggest tightening it up by summarizing the traditional integration challenges in one sentence and mentioning specific AI tools (like machine learning or NLP) to make it punchier. You could also skip the industry-specific examples here since they’re covered later, saving some space for a cleaner read.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Absolutely, the paper is well-researched and scientifically solid. The AICF framework makes sense and is backed by a thorough literature review and industry data. Claims like AI improving anomaly detection by 85-95% are supported by references, which is great. However, some numbers, like the 40-60% reduction in timelines, could use clearer data sources or a note on assumptions to strengthen credibility. Also, the mention of generative AI “hallucinations” is spot-on but could dive a bit deeper into how to fix them technically.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are solid, mostly from 2023–2025, and come from trustworthy sources like journals and industry reports. They cover AI, integration, and APIs well. That said, a couple of claims, like quantum-resistant AI, lean on just one source (Gill et al., 2022), which feels a bit thin. Suggestions: Add Yang, Q., et al. (2019). “Federated Machine Learning: Concept and Applications” from ACM Transactions for federated learning insights, and Rudin, C. (2019). “Stop explaining black box machine learning models” from Nature Machine Intelligence for explainable AI. These would round things out nicely.


	

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


	The writing is clear, professional, and fits the bill for a scholarly journal. Technical terms are used correctly, and the structure is easy to follow. There’s a bit of wordiness in spots (like the abstract), and I spotted a few typos (e.g., “considerably” instead of “considerable” in Section 2). A quick proofread would polish it up beautifully.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a strong paper that blends theory and practical know-how, and the AICF framework is a standout contribution. To make it even better, I’d suggest: (1) Adding a case study or more concrete examples to back up the performance stats. (2) Digging deeper into ethical issues, like how to handle AI bias in sensitive industries. (3) Giving a clearer picture of “citizen development” with examples of tools or platforms. The figures and tables are helpful, but captions would make them easier to follow. Overall, great work!


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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