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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 chapter addresses a highly relevant topic in today’s cybersecurity landscape: the application of machine learning (ML) algorithms for intrusion detection. With the rise in sophisticated cyberattacks,   systems have become critical. The comparative analysis of ML models provides valuable insights into their strengths, limitations, and applicability in different intrusion detection contexts. Such work will benefit both researchers and practitioners by guiding them toward effective algorithm choices and highlighting areas for improvement.
	

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

	The current title “Machine Learning algorithms for Intrusion Detection: A Comparative Analysis” is suitable, clear, and concise. It directly reflects the content. Optionally, capitalization can be adjusted: “Machine Learning Algorithms for Intrusion Detection: A Comparative Analysis.”
	

	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 but could be improved by:
· Adding a sentence to highlight the key findings of the comparative analysis (e.g., which ML algorithm performed best and under what conditions).
· Briefly mentioning the datasets used for validation.
· Indicating the practical relevance of results for real-world intrusion detection systems.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically correct. The choice of ML algorithms (e.g., Decision Trees, Random Forest, SVM, Naïve Bayes, Neural Networks, KNN) is appropriate, and the comparative approach provides balanced insights. The results are logically presented and consistent with known literature. No major methodological flaws were found.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are adequate and include recent works (2020–2023). However, a few more recent citations (2023–2024) on ML-based IDS, particularly involving deep learning and hybrid ML approaches, could be added to strengthen the literature review. Suggested additions include:
· Deep learning-based IDS in IoT and cloud computing (2023–2024 papers).
· Studies on explainable AI (XAI) in IDS for transparency and interpretability.
	

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

	The language is overall clear and suitable for scholarly communication. A few minor grammatical issues and stylistic inconsistencies exist (e.g., sentence redundancy in methodology and discussion), which can be corrected with careful proofreading.
	

	Optional/General comments

	· Tables and figures are informative but should be consistently formatted.
· Some comparative results could be visualized better using bar/line graphs for clarity.
· A brief section on limitations of the study and future research directions would add value.
· The manuscript is relevant, scientifically sound, and well-structured.
· Minor revisions are needed in terms of abstract improvement, language polishing, additional references, and expanded discussion of findings.
	















	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? 

	None observed. The study does not involve human/animal subjects or sensitive data.
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