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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.


	The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely topic by integrating conversational AI with fraud prevention in augmented reality–based e-commerce systems. While the idea is interesting, the paper requires major revisions to improve its quality and technical depth. The research contributions are not clearly stated, and the literature review lacks recent and critical comparisons. The methodology section needs more technical detail, including model architecture, dataset description, and training procedures. Experimental validation is limited and should include benchmark comparisons and standard performance metrics. Additionally, the manuscript would benefit from improved language quality, clearer figures, and a stronger discussion on practical implications and limitations.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant and timely; however, the novelty and main contributions of the work are not clearly articulated and should be explicitly stated.
	

	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 introduces the topic clearly but lacks explicit novelty, methodological specificity and quantitative results, which are necessary to highlight the main contributions and impact of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically plausible but requires stronger methodological details and experimental validation to be considered fully correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are partially sufficient but lack coverage of recent and high-quality studies; the authors are encouraged to include more up-to-date (last 3–5 years) journal articles on AI-based fraud detection, conversational AI systems, and security in AR-enabled e-commerce platforms.
	

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


	The language and English quality are not fully suitable for scholarly communication and require careful editing to improve grammar, clarity, and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is relevant but requires improvements in clarity, technical rigor, and language quality.
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