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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 provides a comprehensive survey of the evolution of Java web technologies from the era of servlets to the modern age of microservices, which is highly valuable for both researchers and practitioners. By chronicling the progression of frameworks and best practices
	

	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.


	The abstract clearly presents the chronological development of Java web technologies, beginning with servlets and JSP for dynamic content generation, moving through structured frameworks such as Struts, Spring, and Hibernate that enhanced modularity and efficiency, and culminating in the adoption of lightweight microservices suited for cloud-native and distributed environments. The summary highlights best practices that ensure robustness, scalability, and adaptability, while emphasizing Java’s enduring importance in developing reliable web applications.

Overall, the abstract provides a clear understanding of the manuscript’s scope and relevance. It could be slightly strengthened by briefly mentioning the methodology or scope of the survey and by highlighting any specific trends or insights derived from the analysis. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically and technically correct. The authors have accurately described the evolution of Java web technologies and the transitions between different paradigms.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The authors have cited around 25-30 references, which cover seminal works and relevant studies related to Java web technologies.
	

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


	Yes, the English language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is written in fluent academic English and is easy to follow. The authors have used a formal tone appropriate for a scientific article, and technical terms are well-defined or commonly understood in the context of web development. I did not encounter any major grammatical errors or typos. The sentence structure and paragraph flow are mostly clear and logical, aiding the reader’s understanding of the evolution described.
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