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Reviewer’s Comment for Publication. 

The manuscript provides a highly relevant and intellectually rigorous examination of the evolving 

challenges posed by artificial intelligence to intellectual property law. The paper effectively captures the 

“AI paradox” by highlighting the tension between innovation and legal protection, particularly in the 

domains of copyright and trademark law. The comparative analysis across India, the United States, and 

the European Union adds substantial depth and enhances the global relevance of the study. 

The discussion on emerging doctrines such as prompt engineering, de minimis use in AI training, and the 

“right to be un-trained” is especially insightful and reflects strong engagement with recent legal 

developments. The integration of case law and statutory frameworks strengthens the analytical 

foundation, while the proposed hybrid regulatory approach is both practical and forward-looking. 

However, a few minor revisions are recommended: 

1. Some sections would benefit from improved grammatical consistency and sentence clarity, 

particularly in densely analytical paragraphs.  

2. The manuscript should ensure uniform citation formatting in endnotes.  

3. A brief methodology or research approach clarification (doctrinal, comparative, analytical) may 

enhance academic rigor.  

4. Certain arguments, especially on “style protection” and “human-to-AI contribution ratios,” could 

be slightly elaborated for greater conceptual clarity.  

Overall, the paper makes a significant scholarly contribution to contemporary IP law discourse and is 

suitable for publication after minor revisions. 

 

Recommendation: 
Accept as it is ……………… ………………. 

Accept after minor revision………………   
Accept after major revision ……………… 

Do not accept (Reasons below) ……… 

Rating  Excel. Good Fair Poor 

Originality ✅    

Techn. Quality  ✅   

Clarity  ✅   

Significance ✅    

 


