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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 addresses mobile development:the trade-offs between Progressive Web Apps (PWAs) and Native applications. Author studied user experience (UX) across multiple dimensions (speed, storage, offline). The proposed mixed-methods approach, combining quantitative benchmarking with qualitative user feedback and predictive modeling. Trends on data and a focus on accessibility in low-bandwidth regions also discussed. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Title is good
	

	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 typically 150 words; however, for better indexing and visibility on platforms where indexing occurs, it should ideally be around 300 words. One line each on the analyzed data, results and conclusions can be added. Conclusion can also be made around 300 words. 

 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	To ensure scientific rigor, the paper should explicitly differentiate between components that represent a research proposal, sections based on empirically collected data, and figures and data that are conceptual in nature. Author can add which one requires experimental validation if needed Additionally, the results of the analyses should be described in a few more lines in both the abstract and the conclusion.

Also author can add more details about the data like if it is available on github and section on independent reproducibility of data. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	At least one reference for each of the following areas should be added: PWA vs. native app UX, HCI, mobile UX evaluation, comparative software engineering, and PWA architecture and UX evaluation methodologies. These topics are discussed, but references are lacking, especially recent ones.
	

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

	English is inconsistent with numerous grammatical errors, typos but it can be fixed easily. Fix: BACKGROUNF.
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	Author can separate sections and ideas between proposal and study. 
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