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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Language and Style Improvements

Standardize Abbreviations: In Source 3, artificial intelligence should be written as Artificial Intelligence (AI) since it is the first mention in the text. Subsequent mentions can then use the abbreviation "AI" for conciseness.

Academic Voice: In Sources 6, 25, 26, and 238, the use of "We" (e.g., "We provide," "We begin," "We have explored") should be replaced with "The researchers" or "This study" to maintain a formal, objective academic tone.

Lexical Precision:

In Source 125, the word "supper" in the text sample "shipped out supper fast" is a typo. It should be corrected to "super" to accurately reflect the intended meaning of the review.

In Source 15, the phrase "falling within the broader realm" could be more professionally stated as "situated within the broader domain".

Punctuation and Grammar

Punctuation in Lists:

In Source 115, the use of arrows (→) to show navigation steps is informal. It is better to use commas or bolded steps: "Open Capabilities, followed by Language & Knowledge...".

In Sources 68, 70, 72, and 74, the punctuation inside the quotation marks (e.g., “Intelligent Dialogue Systems”,) is inconsistent. In standard academic formatting, if the quoted phrase is a title or heading, the comma typically follows the closing quotation mark, or the quotes are removed entirely if it serves as a sub-heading.

Run-on Sentences: Source 12 is quite dense with three distinct descriptors and three distinct challenges. Breaking this into two sentences would improve readability.

Formatting of Keywords: In Source 9, the keywords are separated by semicolons. Ensure this matches the specific journal's style guide, as many prefer commas.

Research Methods and Content Structure

Methodological Transparency: In the "Implementation Case Study" (Section 3.3), while the Baidu AI platform is well-explained, the text should explicitly state the version of Python and the specific version of the Baidu SDK used to ensure reproducibility.

Data Bias Disclosure: Source 205 mentions data imbalance. The research would be strengthened by identifying specifically which methods (e.g., oversampling, SMOTE) the researchers recommend to mitigate this in their experimental section.

Source Citations: The text uses bracketed numbers like [1] and [2] for citations. However, the reference list at the end (Sources 250–313) includes several sources from 2025 and 2026. Given the current date is February 2026, ensure that any "forthcoming" or "in-press" articles are updated with final volume and page numbers where available.

Visual Aid Integration: The document describes complex structures like dependency trees and word embeddings. Including a figure to visualize these concepts would significantly aid reader understanding.

Conclusion of Review

The article is technically sound and covers a comprehensive range of NLP applications. The primary areas for improvement are the transition from a first-person narrative ("We") to a third-person academic voice and the correction of minor typos within the code-case study examples.
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