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	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 is important because it proposes an effective hybrid path-planning approach that significantly improves convergence speed and solution quality over traditional ant colony optimization. By integrating A* guidance, enhanced heuristics, and safe path smoothing, it advances practical mobile robot navigation. The framework also provides a useful reference for future research on hybrid and intelligent path-planning algorithms.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the main contribution of the paper.

However, for improved clarity and academic impact, an alternative title could be: “An A-Guided Improved Ant Colony Optimization Algorithm for Mobile Robot Path Planning.”
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly summarizes the problem, methodology, and results.
However, it would be beneficial to briefly mention the key methodological contributions (A*-guided pheromone initialization, bidirectional heuristic, and strict line-of-sight smoothing) in a more structured manner.
Additionally, explicitly stating the practical significance or application scope of the proposed algorithm would further strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically sound.
The proposed improvements are logically defined and supported by simulation results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and include several recent and relevant works in robot path planning and improved ant colony optimization. They appropriately cover hybrid ACO approaches, heuristic enhancements, and related applications.
To further strengthen the manuscript, the authors may consider adding recent comparisons with sampling-based methods (e.g., RRT*, Hybrid A*) or learning-assisted path planning approaches.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication, with a clear academic tone and logical flow throughout. Minor grammatical and stylistic refinements could further enhance clarity, but no substantial language revisions are required.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript. It involves simulations and technical analysis of routing protocols, with no human or sensitive data involved.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are apparent in this manuscript. The authors do not appear to have any financial or personal conflicts that could influence the research.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No signs of plagiarism are evident in the manuscript. All sections appear original and properly cited.
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