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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 addresses the urgent and growing issue of phishing attacks, which remain one of the most prevalent cybersecurity threats worldwide. By evaluating multiple machine learning algorithms and proposing a stable and adaptable detection framework, the study contributes practical insights to both academic research and real-world deployment. The inclusion of feature engineering, comparative model analysis, and a real-time Django-based interface strengthens its relevance. Overall, the work has potential to advance lightweight, efficient, and accurate phishing detection methods that can be adopted in institutional and enterprise systems.
	

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

	The title is relevant but could be made more specific and academic. Suggested alternatives:
· A Machine Learning Framework for Efficient and Adaptable Phishing Detection
· Stable and Real-Time Machine Learning Approaches for Phishing Detection

	

	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 is generally comprehensive, covering aims, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, some improvements can be made:
Shorten technical details (e.g., dataset preprocessing steps) to keep the abstract concise.
Suggested edit: Briefly highlight that while several algorithms achieved high accuracy, Random Forest provided the most balanced trade-off between precision, recall, and efficiency, making it suitable for deployment.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct. The methodology (dataset preprocessing, feature engineering, use of multiple classifiers, and cross-validation) is consistent with best practices in text classification and phishing detection. Results are presented clearly, and the comparative performance of algorithms is properly evaluated. Some inconsistencies between results in the abstract and body (e.g., RF vs. MNB/LSTM stability vs. near-perfect performance) should be clarified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are fairly sufficient and include recent works (2020–2024). However, additional very recent references (2024–2025) from IEEE Security or ACM conferences could further strengthen the related work section. Suggestions:
· Latest studies on phishing detection with hybrid or transformer-based models.
· Recent surveys/reviews on lightweight phishing detection in constrained environments.
	

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

	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Some minor grammar issues (e.g., “Confusion Matric” instead of “Confusion Matrix,” “real arrangement algorithm”) should be corrected. A light proofreading will improve readability and polish.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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