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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript)


	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 offers a timely and comprehensive overview of emotion recognition techniques based on EEG, summarizing a wide range of literature on both signal preprocessing and feature extraction, as well as on classical machine learning and deep learning classification approaches. In the context of the increasing importance of affective computing in areas such as healthcare, education and human computer interaction, a structured taxonomy of the approaches proposed so far is of great interest for the researchers or practitioners who come to the field or wish to contribute to it.
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	11. Are the conclusions logically arrived?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	12. Are the limitations of the paper discussed?
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	13. What is the Quality of references (i.e. from peer reviewed authentic sources)
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PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes. The title is clear, specific, and appropriately reflects the review focus of the manuscript.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes. The abstract is comprehensive and provides a clear summary of the manuscript’s scope, major content areas, key challenges, and future research directions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes. The discussion is accurate and broadly current with the state of the field, but there are a few places where the language could be polished, and the factual consistency could be tightened for improved readability and presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	The manuscript touches on privacy limitations as a challenge for real-world EEG emotion recognition systems (e.g., Section 5 and the Conclusion), but this aspect is not supported by dedicated references on privacy-preserving solutions. The authors are encouraged to cite recent work in this space. For example, the paper "Harnessing blockchain for emotion identification: A novel edge-compatible privacy-preserving framework" directly addresses privacy in edge-deployed emotion recognition systems, which aligns well with the wearable and real-world deployment directions discussed in this review. Including such a reference would enrich the discussion on privacy-aware affective computing. Doi: https://doi.org/10.1007/s44443-026-00560-6
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	No.
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	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
(Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7.5
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