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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 holds significant importance for the scientific and broader technology communities. It addresses a critical and ongoing challenge—making complex and legally dense privacy policies understandable for the average user. By leveraging machine learning and natural language processing, the proposed "Legal Ease" web extension not only enhances transparency but also empowers users to make informed privacy decisions without needing legal expertise. The study fills a key usability and ethical gap in digital privacy tools and contributes a novel, privacy-first solution that can influence future research and development in legal technology, user experience design, and regulatory compliance systems.
	

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

	Yes
	

	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 of the manuscript provides a general overview of the study, including the motivation for simplifying privacy policies, the methodology using machine learning and NLP, and the deployment of the "Legal Ease" web extension. However, it could be made more comprehensive and impactful with the following suggestions:
1. Clarify the Problem Statement: The abstract should begin with a clearer articulation of the core problem namely, the difficulty most users face in understanding complex and lengthy privacy policies.
2. Include Key Results: While the abstract outlines the approach, it does not mention specific results, such as performance metrics of the model (e.g., accuracy, F1-score, etc.). Including these would enhance the scientific value of the abstract.
3. Mention Practical Implications: It would be helpful to briefly state how this solution can impact users, regulators, or digital service providers.
4. Avoid Unclear Phrases: Some phrases should be more specific or supported with examples of future applications.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes however ,  The reference list is inconsistent in style. Some entries use APA-like elements, others lack full journal names, DOIs, or consistent punctuation.
 Recommendation: Use a uniform reference style (e.g., IEEE, APA 7th edition, or Vancouver as per the journal requirement).

	

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

	

yes
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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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