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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 presents a significant contribution to the field of AI privacy by addressing the legal and regulatory challenges in the U.S. consumer tech industry. Given the rapid evolution of AI applications and their increasing reliance on user data, the proposed conceptual privacy framework provides a structured approach to ensuring compliance with regulations such as CCPA, GLBA, and HIPAA. The research offers valuable insights into integrating AI-driven solutions for privacy protection, making it highly relevant for policymakers, technology developers, and regulators. Furthermore, by identifying existing regulatory gaps and proposing an adaptable privacy model, the paper advances discussions on balancing innovation with ethical governance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Conceptualizing a Privacy Framework for AI in the U.S. Consumer Tech Industry: Overcoming Legal and Regulatory Challenges” is appropriate as it clearly reflects the manuscript’s focus. However, for better clarity and engagement, an alternative title could be:
“AI Privacy Framework for U.S. Consumer Tech: Addressing Legal and Regulatory Hurdles”
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the research objectives, regulatory challenges, and proposed framework. However, it could be improved by:

· Briefly mentioning the methodology used for developing the framework.

· Highlighting any key findings or implications in a more structured manner.

· Clarifying the practical applicability of the framework to industry stakeholders.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-researched, with references to relevant legal frameworks and AI governance principles. The discussion effectively highlights the challenges posed by AI in data privacy and presents a logical approach to mitigating risks. However, additional emphasis on real-world implementation challenges and potential limitations of the proposed framework would enhance the rigor of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a comprehensive list of references that are largely relevant and recent. However, incorporating additional references on AI-specific privacy guidelines from organizations such as NIST (National Institute of Standards and Technology) or the European Union’s AI Act would provide a more global perspective.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, with clear articulation of ideas and technical concepts. Some minor grammatical inconsistencies and sentence restructuring may enhance readability. A thorough proofreading for conciseness and clarity is recommended.
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