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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 has the potential to be reconsidered if the structure and language are improved, the SLR methodology is explained in detail and transparently, the references and citations are consistent, the paper shows a strong theoretical synthesis or contribution.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Needs slight refinement to increase academic precision, for example: "Strategic Evaluation of Digital Transformation in the UK Real Estate Sector" to emphasize more evaluative approaches.
	

	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 paragraph structure is too long and not segmented. Some sentences are syntactically ineffective and contain grammatical errors. There needs to be a clear separation between background, methods, results and contributions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific Correctness, partially correct, but requires substantial improvements to methodology, analysis, and language.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Inconsistent citation format (some only name and year, without complete bibliography). Some references appear incomplete or unverifiable. Needs adjustment to the citation style of the target journal (APA, Harvard, Chicago, etc.).
	

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


	There are many grammatical and spelling errors, such as “mayenzyme” (possible typo of “may include”), “childbirth” (irrelevant in context), and non-standard sentence structure. Requires thorough proofreading by a native speaker or professional academic editor.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Keywords. It is best to add methodological keywords such as Systematic Literature Review to strengthen bibliometric searches.
Introduction. Some sentences are too long and ineffective. References have not been consistent in format, with no standard citation style. A more explicit statement of the contribution and position of the study to the existing literature is needed.

Methods. The description of the SLR protocol is still general and does not mention the number of articles screened, year of publication, or thematic/qualitative analysis method. The inclusion-exclusion table is good, but needs further explanation about the screening and data validation process.

Result and Discussion. The discussion is still descriptive and less analytical. No thematic synthesis or conceptual model is offered. Some citations are incomplete or do not conform to APA/Harvard style. There is no data visualization (for example: diagrams, graphs, or models) that can strengthen the argument.

Conclusions and implications, not yet available in the uploaded document.
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