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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 (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript explores how varying dataset sampling proportions and standardization methods affect the performance of outlier detection algorithms. Given that fraud detection often involves highly imbalanced datasets and subtle anomalies, understanding the influence of data preprocessing and sampling thresholds is crucial. By analyzing performance across thresholds ranging from 90% to 30%, the study provides practical insights for improving detection accuracy under real-world constraints. The findings have the potential to guide researchers and practitioners in optimizing anomaly detection systems for more effective fraud identification.

	

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

	The title is not clear and concise, it looks like a list of keywords.
	

	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 provides a general overview of the study, but there is room for improvement in terms of clarity and completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in its overall approach, and the topic is relevant to the field of fraud detection using outlier detection algorithms.
	

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

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

	
The manuscript is generally understandable, but the language and English usage require improvement to meet the standards of scholarly communication



	

	Optional/General comments

	

The manuscript has the potential to contribute meaningfully to the literature on fraud detection and outlier analysis

	




	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 
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