Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Computer Science 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRCOS_146611

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Survey on Evolution of Java Web Technologies and Best Practices: From Servlets to Microservices

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
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	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 clear and structured overview of the evolution of Java web technologies from servlets and JSP to modern microservices. It synthesizes key frameworks and practices, offering useful context for both researchers and practitioners working on scalable web and cloud systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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, it is comprehensive. I suggest adding 1-2 sentences on why this evolution is important in the current software landscape and briefly mentioning the methodology or literature selection.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically accurate and presents frameworks, architectures, and concepts correctly.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and up to date. Authors could consider adding recent works on Quarkus, Micronaut, or DevOps integration with Java microservices for added depth.
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor sentence splitting in the abstract could improve readability.
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