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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 addresses a crucial challenge in academic orientation by utilizing memory-based collaborative filtering to improve student placement in university programs. The proposed methodology is significant because it seeks to minimize student misalignment, which often leads to high dropout rates and inefficient resource utilization in higher education

	

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

	The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. However, a slight modification such as "AI-Driven Student Orientation Using Memory-Based Collaborative Filtering" could enhance clarity and emphasize the role of artificial intelligence.

	

	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 comprehensive, but certain aspects could be refined for conciseness. The explanation of the matrices and the cosine similarity function could be briefly summarized to improve readability. Additionally, including a brief mention of the study’s significance for academic institutions would strengthen the abstract.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and presents a clear methodology. The mathematical formulations and algorithm descriptions are well-articulated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and recent, covering essential works on recommender systems and machine learning.

	

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

	
The manuscript is well-written, but minor grammatical improvements are necessary to ensure fluency. 

	

	Optional/General comments

	
· Including a case study or real-world implementation would increase the practical impact of the study.
· A discussion on the limitations of memory-based collaborative filtering and potential enhancements using hybrid models would be beneficial.
· Adding visualizations, such as heatmaps or decision flowcharts, could improve the presentation of results.
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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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