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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 paper provides a well-timed and insightful summary of the latest advances in deep learning. Covering topics like generative AI, self-supervised learning, neurosymbolic
reasoning, and edge AI, it’s a great go-to resource for researchers, professionals, and grad students. With its broad scope, current references, and clear layout, it’s especially useful for anyone wanting a solid grasp of where the field is headed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable and engaging. NO changes suggested
	

	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 overview is mostly thorough, but a few tweaks could boost clarity:

· Name specific models like GPT-4 and Sora directly in the abstract for added precision.
· Replace unclear terms like “offering insights” with concrete topics—for example:
“ranging from generative models to neurosymbolic AI.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is technically sound,
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes but more references can be added . Include more references to 2023–2024 developments in RLHF and AGI debates
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	
Yes. The manuscript is well-written, clear, and professional.
	

	Optional/General comments
	
To wrap things up, author might consider adding a summary figure or table that highlights “Future Directions & Open Questions” across the five domains. It could offer readers a concise, visual takeaway of the key themes moving forward.
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	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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