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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.


	Since the adoption of AI in the most essential capacities including healthcare, finance, and governance is increasing rapidly, the current work presents up-to-date information that can be used in policy-making and in the development of responsible technological advancements. Its interdisciplinary approach with a mix of legal, philosophical, and technical approaches makes it relevant to not only the researchers but also to practitioners and policymakers. The paper contributes to the progress of the list of the most important discussions, assisting in shaping the ethical direction of relationships in the age of AI by pointing to the gaps the existing governance frameworks have and offering ways of addressing them.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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.


	Yes, abstract is suitable.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically right. The author is quite clear in the presentation of arguments with well-cited sources in academic journals, policy documents and books. The topics of privacy, fairness, and accountability are discussed in line with the recent debates in AI ethics, and the sources employed are recent and relevant.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources that have been employed in this paper are adequate and properly selected. They include the early literature (including Bostrom and Yudkowsky, Brynjolfsson and McAfee) and the literature as recent as 2023-2024, indicating that the author has kept up with the trends in AI ethics. It is a balance between old and new literature that makes the work stronger. In case the author wants to bring a further deeper layer, he/she may resort to referencing recent research conducted in 2024 - 2025.
	

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


	The writing is formatted properly, the ideas are logically organized and technical terminologies are utilized accordingly. Whereas one might object that there are some areas where words could be compressed to create a shorter draft, the text flows well and conveys the points that the manuscript puts across.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is quite well-composed and it touches upon a current and significant problem of AI ethics. The author has clearly structured the discussion on privacy, fairness, as well as accountability; therefore, it is easy to follow and interesting to the reader. The literature review is extensive, based on academic and policy sources, and the arguments are balanced with good examples.
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