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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 manuscript is well-written, clearly structured, and communicates the motivation, methodology, and contributions of the paper. The flow—from problem statement to solution and case study—enhances readability. Technical terms (e.g., LIME, SHAP, neuro-symbolic approach) are used appropriately without overwhelming the reader.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title describes the work done in the paper for providing the mathematical framework to explain the decisions taken by the model to reach the goal.
	

	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 well written. There is a well balance of literature and the novel framework used to provide the explanations of the model predications. The abstract effectively conveys the motivation, methodology, and contribution of the paper. It positions the work at the intersection of theory and practice, which is a strength.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the contents of the manuscript found to be correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	How does the proposed hybrid neuro symbolic approach differs from the existing approaches in terms of efficiency, accuracy and interpretability. Please tabulate the results.
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	NIL
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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)
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