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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.


	The paper makes a significant contribution to gender-well-being evaluation by combining the PSI-based and ANN-based approaches. It offers comparative information on 12 European states, based on a set of trustworthy socio-economic indicators. This dual approach also adds methodological novelty and allows for stronger ranking of women’s welfare. It provides, on the whole hand, useful information for researchers and policy makers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is informative, correct, and adequately describes the content of the article.

Alternative Titles Suggested

“Women’s Well-Being in Europe: PSI and ANNs as Tools in a Multi-Criteria Decision Approach”
	

	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 overall well-rounded and describes the purpose, data sources, methods and major findings and conforms to the journal requirements.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is scientifically sound. PSI steps are performed clearly, ANN architecture is proper and LOOCV is applied correctly. A limitation is that the sample size for ANN training is small (n=12); this should be stated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and up to date.

· Other suggested resources are:

· UN Women Gender Snapshot (2023)

· OECD* Gender Equality Report (2023)

· Literature from multidimensional well-being and sophisticated MCDM techniques.
	

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


	The level of the English is clear and readable, and the style is appropriate for a scientific journal. Some minor problems are as follows:

· some sentences are a bit long and could be shortened.

· some repetition is found

· In general, the manuscript is of quality and worthy of being published.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider including a visual comparison (heatmap or radar chart) of countries' performance on each of the criteria.

Add a limitations section related to availability of data, size of ANN samples and potential normalization bias.
The manuscript is strong but requires minor improvements mainly in the abstract, limitations, and literature expansion.
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