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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive analysis of 
Saudi Arabia's Vision 2030, covering its multidisciplinary aspects, including technology, policy, societal 
dynamics, and economic transformation. 

 

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

 

Yes, it is suitable as it is effectively explaining the main themes and clearly conveys the focus on Saudi 
Arabia’s Vision 2030 and the integrated approach involving technology, policy, and social 
transformation. 

 

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. 

 

One addition should be a sentence on the methodology employed. For example case studies, literature 
review would also enhance the abstract’s clarity regarding the paper’s approach. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes, structure and subsections are appropriate and follow a logical flow, beginning with foundational 
aspects of Vision 2030 and then delving into specific areas like technology, policy, societal changes, 
and case studies. 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The manuscripts appear scientifically robust and technically sound, as it provides data-backed insights 
and explores each pillar of Vision 2030 with adequate detail and analytical rigor. The manuscript’s 
grounding in specific metrics and recent sources contributes to its credibility, making it a reliable 
document for researchers and practitioners in the fields of sustainable development, economics, and 
public policy. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

The references are sufficient, relevant, and relatively recent, particularly those relating to sustainability, 
AI, and Saudi Arabia’s economic policies. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
Yes, it is suitable for scholarly communication. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details) 
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