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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.

	The report contributes to the vast body of work on user-centered application development as it demonstrates the successful application of Agile methodology in the creation of an iOS-based travel planning application. Furthermore, the application of Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) in route optimization is a new concept that contributes to computer science as well as tourism research. The high quality User Acceptance Test (UAT) results contribute additional evidence of the strength of the research methodology, with empirical results that can inspire future research and real-world innovation in mobile app development.
	

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

	Okay, the paper title, "Find Your Way: An iOS-Based Travel Planning Application with Route Optimization Using Agile Methodology", is appropriately consistent with the manuscript content. The study itself specifically addresses the designing of an iOS-based travel planning application, and the paper is a straightforward presentation of how the Agile methodology was applied during the entire software development life cycle. Moreover, the integration of route optimization with the Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) algorithm is extensively detailed and tested, reflecting the overarching theme highlighted in the title.
	

	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 paper is quite long, fully capturing the research objective, summarizing the methodology (Agile development with iterative processes), outlining the app's essential features (route optimization, suggestion of destinations, route management, and personalized maps), and summing up the major findings (a 97.33% high UAT score). The abstract closes with an assurance that the app met user requirements effectively, with a satisfactory summary of the study.
There are only a few caveats. First, a brief explanation of the theoretical or practical significance of the research for the larger scientific or technological community would help put its worth in perspective beyond the case of the individual app. Second, while the methodology is elucidated, the sample size (four for the initial interviews and thirty for the UAT) is considered a drawback as it impacts transparency and balance. Finally, the abstract can be slightly condensed by reducing sentence replication and highlighting of integrating PSO and Agile in app development.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The article is scientifically sound, motivated by a robust research methodology, logical application of Agile approach, and appropriate application of PSO in routing optimization. Strong testing and UAT outcomes with adequate strength further validate its findings. But its credibility would be boosted by raising the sample size, providing comparative analysis with other algorithms, and improving discussion to tie more strongly to available literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references used within the manuscript are generally adequate and relevant, as they include core aspects of Agile methodology, optimization algorithms, and travel-based research. A few references are also relatively recent, with citations from 2019 to 2025, indicating an effort to include up-to-date scholarship. However, while the references support the methodological and contextual foundation, they remain somewhat limited in their scope, particularly in the realms of higher-level optimization techniques and more in-depth examination of human–computer interaction or mobile usability in travel applications.
In order to strengthen the literature foundation, I would suggest the inclusion of references along two directions:
a. Comparative optimization methods – Comparison research between PSO and other algorithms (e.g., Ant Colony Optimization, Genetic Algorithms, or other new hybrid methods) would provide a more justification for choosing PSO.
b. Mobile usability and travel technology research – More recent research in human–computer interaction (HCI) and travel planning systems could situate the research within the larger field of user-centered design and digital tourism innovation.
	

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

	The manuscript's English is generally adequate for scientific communication. The writers present their ideas in a logical and structured manner, and the technical description of the methodology, testing, and results is understandable. The tone is professional and meets the conventions of academic writing.
But, there are also sections with repetitive phrasing, some grammatical inconsistencies, and excessively long sentences that may detract from readability. For example, the abstract and methodology chapters repeat some information, which can be summarized for the sake of clearer and more concise presentation. Certain phrases can also be refined to achieve a more precise academic tone, particularly in reporting the user feedback and interview results.

	

	Optional/General comments

	Overall, the paper is an effectively planned and relevant study that cautions against an overemphasis on software engineering methodology while still applying it to the travel industry. Using Agile methodology in conjunction with Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) for planning routes for travel is innovative and adequately justified, and the user acceptance testing process and feedback are good indications of system success. The paper is also timely since there is increasing need for human-centric digital solutions in travel and navigation.
However, the study may be improved with an extended methodological range and a deeper theoretical foundation. The comparatively small sample of participants limits the external validity of the results, and the discussion could be more detailed to encompass the contribution better in the wider scope of literature about optimization algorithms, mobile usability, and e-tourism. Additional improvement would be achieved by making the language less repetitive and more concise to enhance readability as well as academic relevance.
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