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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.


	The topic taken by the study in this paper carries a great importance as it addresses one of the most crucial issues in the US governing paradigm. Indeed, the implementation of AI functionalities in municipal governance is gaining momentum and is yielding unprecedentedly amazing results in terms of accelerating facilitating and optimizing the management of municipalities. However, smart governance based on technology-based public administration poses serious challenges mainly those related to the inadequacy in perceptions and expectations between those in charge of public administration and technology providers. Most importantly, MAGM stirred controversy over the feasibility of maintaining public trust and fostering transparency and democratic participation in a predominantly AI-aided system of governance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is somehow loose and fuzzy.

I suggest the following: A Framework for Technology-Aided Municipal Governance in the US: The Challenge of Reconciling Deregulation and Democratic Accountability


	

	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 requires additional overhaul in terms of grammar, syntax and word choice.

-There is no mention of the method(s)/approach(es) utilized by the author to investigate and analyse the data that underpin the core claims of the paper. For instance, Beck’s Risk Society Theory, Democracy Theory and Public Value Theory should be referred to in the abstract being three basic investigative and analytical tools that the author appealed in tackling the issue under study.

-As regards the key words, the author used too many, redundant keywords. For instance, the phrases “artificial intelligence,” “ municipal governance,” “smart cities”  and “public administration” glaringly overlap and could thus be fused under “smart municipal governance.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	-From the scientific perspective, the contribution provided by the author is to a large extent valid and reliable in that it attempts to mobilize theories like Beck’s Risk Society Theory, Democracy Theory and Moore’s Public Value Theory in order to provide a novel articulation and an innovative conceptualization to the relationship between public service providers, citizens and the robotized data processed through AI-enabled administration.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references upon which the author drew to write this academic contribution are generally relevant and recent. But the author still needs to forage for more authoritative sources mainly publication made by experts in AI and reports published by officials who directly implicated in the operationalisation of the MAGM framework. Drawing upon results obtained by the aforementioned categories will surely consolidate the validity and the reliability of the findings of this paper.

-In addition, consulting the references below will consolidate the author’s knowledge regarding the importance of ensuring a balanced and fruitful interaction between the three key components of this innovative enterprise: AI experts, service providers in municipal administration and algorithm-driven technology:

1.Anneke Zuiderwijk, Yu-Che Chen, Fadi Salem, Implications of the use of artificial intelligence in public governance: A systematic literature review and a research agenda,Government Information Quarterly,Volume 38, Issue 3,2021, 101577, ISSN 0740-624X, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.giq.2021.101577.

2. Boucher, S., Hallin, C.A., & Paulson, L. (Eds.). (2023). The Routledge Handbook of Collective Intelligence for Democracy and Governance. Routledge. http://doi.ord/10.4324/9781003215929
3. Quan, S. J., J. Park, A. Economou, and S. Lee. 2019, Artificial Intelligence-Aided Design: Smart Design for Sustainable City Development. Environment and Planning B: Urban Analytics and City Science 46 (8): 1581–99. doi:10.1177/23 99808319867946.

4.Tim Heinrich Son, Zack Weedon, Tan Yigitcanlar, Thomas Sanchez, Juan M. Corchado, Rashid Mehmood (2023), Algorithmic urban planning for intelligent and sustainable development: Systematic review of the literature, Sustainable Cities and Society, Volume 94,2023,104562, ISSN 2210-6707,https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scs.104562.


	

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


	The language used by the author suffers from serious insufficiencies that relate, inter alia, to style, grammar and syntax (too many ungrammatical sentences, such as sentence fragments, fused sentences and run-ons). 
	

	Optional/General comments


	-The author needs to re-think and re-arrange his ideas on basis of the suggested title all in respecting the stages described in the IMRaD format (i.e. Introduction, Method(s)/Methodology, Results and Discussion.

--This type of investigative researches should be grounded on empirical evidence with statistical data to back up claims about the practical impact of AI Governance Model on the functioning of municipalities.

- The results are stated in a dry manner without being discussed in ways that show that the implementation of MAGM has effectively enhanced and uplifted the performance of municipalities. Even the “discussion section” says too little, if anything, about what has been stated in the “results section.” In other words, the “discussion section” has to be tightly related to the “results section” by making the former smoothly spring from the latter.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

                                       /
	


Reviewer details:

Naime Benmerabet, Badji Mokhtar University, Algeria

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)



