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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 provides an important contribution to the ongoing conversation around digital privacy and user data protection. By introducing "Legal Ease," a web extension powered by natural language processing and machine learning, the authors aim to make privacy policies more accessible and understandable to users. This solution addresses a real-world problem by reducing the complexity of legal documents, thus encouraging greater user engagement and informed consent. Its practical relevance and potential societal benefit make this work timely and impactful.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content and intent of the manuscript. It clearly communicates the focus on simplifying privacy policies through a web extension.
	

	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 concise and informative, offering a solid overview of the motivation and core idea of the manuscript. It would be helpful to include a brief reference to the specific algorithms or models used (such as NLP frameworks or machine learning techniques) to give readers a clearer sense of the technical approach..
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It outlines a logical and well-structured methodology, with appropriate support from recent literature. The system design and implementation are coherent and align with the objectives stated in the introduction
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the manuscript includes a balanced mix of foundational and current references, including sources from 2023. The citations are relevant and adequately support the claims made throughout the text.
	

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

	
The overall language quality is acceptable for academic purposes. Some sentences could benefit from rephrasing for better clarity and flow. A light editorial pass to polish grammar and sentence structure would enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments

	    The figures presented are helpful, particularly the architecture diagram. However, the captions could be more descriptive to guide readers who may not examine the main text in detail.
  The results and evaluation section would be more compelling with the inclusion of quantitative performance metrics (e.g., processing accuracy, time savings, or feedback from user testing).
  Including a brief overview of the programming environment or tools used would support reproducibility for future researchers.

Minor Revision
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)

	






Reviewer details:
Parthasarathi Murugesan, Kristu Jayanti College, India

Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
