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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	· It addresses a very timely and impactful challenge: the integration of AI with electric vehicles for sustainable last-mile logistics.

· It gives quantitative proof to support carbon-neutral delivery solutions in the urban setting.

· The work holds practical relevance for policymakers and logistics operators seeking to improve efficiency and reduce emissions.

· It brings an interdisciplinary contribution to the realms of AI, transportation, and sustainability.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“AI-Driven Optimization of Electric Vehicle Logistics for Carbon-Neutral Last-Mile Delivery in U.S. Cities”
	

	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 is too long, about 380 words, which is beyond the conventional 200-250-word limit. It needs to be condensed for clarity and focus.

· It does effectively set out problem, objectives, methods and results, but tends to be repetitive and to carry excessive numerical detail better relegated to the Results section.

· Methodology description is too detailed for an abstract; retain only the study design and the key analytical approach.

· The results section should summarize major findings without including exact percentages or table-style metrics.

· The conclusion should be rewritten into one concise statement: Emphasize the core contribution, which is that AI and EV integration significantly improves efficiency and sustainability in last-mile logistics.

· The abstract could, in general, be a bit tighter and more structured to increase readability and scientific impact.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, its scientifically logical and aligned with the establishes concepts but due to the absence of empirical validation and highly reliance on secondary data , reduces its overall scientific strength .


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Firstly references should be written in alphabetical hierarchy as last 3 were not in hierarchy 

· Repetition of references like of  these author - Pourmohammadreza, N., Akbari Jokar, M. R., & Van Woensel, T. (2025) and Shuaibu, A. S., Mahmoud, A. S., & Sheltami, T. R. (2025)

	

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


	· The manuscript is in generally understandable academic English, but it will need significant linguistic refinement before it is ready for professional publication.

· Several sentences are complex lengthy and repetitive or badly structured which affects clarity and impairs the flow of the text.

· There are cases of grammatical inconsistencies, redundant phrasing and typo errors.

· Overall, the quality of English is fair, but not yet publishable as such without thorough language polishing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript addresses a highly relevant and emergent topic lying at the juncture between AI, sustainability, and logistics.

· The conceptual framework in this study is sound, but it needs more methodological depth and empirical validation.

· Redundancies and structural inconsistencies can be minimized to improve flow and academic readability.

· Figures and tables are information-packed, but labeling could be improved, as well as interpretation of data within the text.

· The paper would benefit from tightening the abstract, refining language and improving the coherence of the connection between objectives, methods, and conclusions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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