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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.


	This manuscript addresses the highly relevant and practical problem of real-time, multilingual communication on mobile devices. The proposed integration of ASR, NMT, and TTS technologies into a single Android application provides a valuable contribution to the field of mobile computing and applied AI. The study offers practical insights into the challenges and performance benchmarks of deploying such systems on resource-constrained devices, which is of significant interest to researchers and developers in this area.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It accurately and comprehensively describes the core focus of the paper, including the technology (real-time, multi-lingual translator), the platform (Android), and the key features (text and voice recognition).


	

	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 comprehensive. It clearly outlines the problem, the proposed system (RT-MLAST), the core modules (ASR, NMT, TTS), and the key contributions. No additions or deletions are necessary.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound in its approach (DSR methodology) and its review of underlying technologies (ASR, NMT, TTS). However, there is a significant contradiction in Section 4 (Results) that must be addressed.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient and cover the foundational technologies well (e.g., Vaswani et al., 2017; Johnson et al., 2016). While many key references are from 2016-2021, the field moves quickly. The inclusion of more recent (2022-2024) works on mobile/on-device NMT and ASR optimization would strengthen the literature review, but it is acceptable as is.


	

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


	Yes, the English quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written and generally free of significant grammatical errors.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No. The manuscript appears to follow standard ethical practices. The user study (Appendix A) seems to be a standard usability survey.
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