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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 (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 paper is important because it reviews how AI is used in manufacturing.
It shows architectures, applications, challenges, and future trends.
It will help both researchers and industry to understand Industry 4.0 better.
With some changes, it can be a useful reference for the community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable.
	

	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 too long.
It should only give purpose, method, findings, and future outlook.
Remove repeated words like “transformative” and “sustainability.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is correct in content.
Examples and sections are valid.
Future parts like quantum and 6G should be written more carefully.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent and enough.
Most are industry reports.
Add more peer-reviewed journal works.
	

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


	The English is correct but looks too uniform.
Authors should use short and simple sentences.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The style is too polished, with repeated words and long sentences. Authors should rewrite in simple.
The abstract is too long. It should only give purpose, method, and key findings.

Section 2.2 has heavy lines on CNNs and digital twins. Break them into short and clear sentences.

Figure 2 caption is too short. Add details like BMW defect detection and Tesla battery production.

Section 3.2 shows good examples but should also mention drawbacks like high cost and false alarms.

Section 4.1 talks about job loss in general. Add one real case or survey to make it strong.

Future directions mix near-term and long-term ideas. Separate them for clarity.

The conclusion repeats earlier points. Focus more on gaps such as legacy system integration and skill shortage.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)
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