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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	This manuscript presents a valuable contribution to the field of stock market prediction by developing a decision model based on historical price data. Given the increasing reliance on data-driven approaches in financial markets, this study offers insights that could benefit both academic researchers and industry professionals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title, "Developing a Decision Model for Stock Market Prediction using Historical Price Data of Infosys", is descriptive but could be more concise and engaging. A suggested alternative title could be,
(A Decision Model for Stock Market Prediction: Analyzing Infosys’ Historical Price Data)

	

	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 effectively outlines the purpose of the study, methodology, and findings. However, it could be improved by, Including a brief mention of the dataset size and time period used for analysis. Highlighting the key performance metrics used for model evaluation. Providing a stronger concluding statement about the model’s effectiveness and potential applications.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a clear methodology and well-documented findings. However, the following aspects need improvement, Clarification on the assumptions made while developing the decision model. More explanation on why certain modeling techniques were chosen over others. Discussion of any potential biases or limitations in the dataset used.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are relevant, but some are slightly outdated. It would strengthen the manuscript to include more recent studies (from the past 3-5 years) on stock market prediction using machine learning or statistical models. Suggested areas for additional references, Recent advancements in financial time series forecasting, Comparisons between traditional statistical models and AI-based models for stock prediction.

	

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

	The manuscript is well-written and clear, but there are minor grammatical errors and wordiness in some sections. Consider the following, Simplifying complex sentences for better readability. Checking for consistency in tense and technical terminology. Proofreading for minor typographical errors.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The submitted manuscript presents an insightful study on developing a decision model for stock market prediction using Infosys’ historical price data. The topic is highly relevant, given the growing reliance on data-driven methods in financial forecasting. However, the manuscript requires revisions to enhance its technical depth and clarity before acceptance.

(a) Model Selection Justification:
1.The manuscript should provide a clear justification for choosing the decision model used for stock market prediction.
2.It should compare the selected model with alternative approaches (e.g., ARIMA, LSTM, GARCH) and discuss why it was preferred.
3. If hybrid models or ensemble techniques were considered but not used, an explanation should be added.
(b) Feature Engineering & Data Preprocessing
1. The feature selection process should be elaborated. What specific historical price features were used (e.g., moving averages, volatility, RSI, MACD)?
2. If data preprocessing techniques such as normalization or smoothing were applied, they should be explicitly mentioned, and Any handling of missing data should be discussed.
(c) Performance Metrics & Benchmarking
1.The evaluation metrics used to assess the model’s effectiveness should be clarified. Were MSE, RMSE, MAE, or other statistical measures considered?
2. The paper should benchmark the model’s performance against traditional models or recent studies to validate its accuracy.
(d) Discussion on Market Volatility & External Factors
1. Stock markets are influenced by factors beyond historical price trends (e.g., economic policies, global news). The discussion should mention whether such external factors were considered and how they impact predictions.
(e) Inclusion of More Recent Literature
1. The paper could include references to more recent studies (2020–2024) on stock market prediction using deep learning, neural networks, or hybrid models.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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