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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.


	This paper investigates how anomaly detection techniques are being applied in the world of cyber security, highlighting the blend of supervised, semi-supervised, and unsupervised methods. The paper is good and addresses a critical need in the field. The methodology is good, and the results are hopeful. However, there are areas where the paper could be enhanced to improve clarity, and impact.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	No, add the main contributions and motivation of this work in a short paragraph.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Introduction: Please describe the main contributions and motivation of this work in a short paragraph.
2. Literature Review: Summarize the strengths and weaknesses of each of the previous studies in the form of a table at the end of the section.

3. The dataset description is vague for reproducibility, like network architecture (subnets, device types), tools used, and labeling process (how attacks were verified), without these details, results cannot be validated or replicated.

4. Some sections are too lengthy, like the methodology section. Condense or streamline where possible to improve readability.

5. Consider adding a table summarizing each detection method's key advantages and disadvantages.

6. Ensure all figures are included with high resolution (300+ dpi) and elaborate captions demonstrate axes, symbols, and key takeaways for visibility.
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	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 detail)
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