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	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 is important for the scientific community as it applies deep learning techniques to predict implied volatility in option contracts, enhancing financial risk assessment. By addressing limitations of traditional models, it offers a more adaptive and accurate forecasting approach. The study contributes to computational finance by demonstrating AI-driven models' potential in improving market stability and investment decision-making.
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive but could be improved by briefly mentioning the specific deep learning techniques used and the key findings or improvements over existing models. Additionally, clarifying the practical applications of the proposed model in financial markets would enhance its impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, as it applies deep learning techniques to financial market prediction, referencing established models and methodologies. However, a thorough review of the mathematical formulations, dataset validity, and experimental results is recommended to ensure accuracy and reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a substantial number of references, covering a wide range of studies related to financial market prediction and deep learning. However, some references may be outdated. It would be beneficial to include more recent studies (2022–2024) on deep learning applications in financial forecasting, particularly those utilizing transformer-based models, advanced optimization techniques, or hybrid AI approaches. Adding references from leading journals in computational finance and machine learning would further strengthen the manuscript's relevance.
	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but there are areas where clarity, grammar, and technical phrasing could be improved. Some sentences are overly complex and could be refined for better readability. Additionally, ensuring consistency in terminology and improving sentence structure would enhance the overall presentation. A professional language edit is recommended to meet high academic standards.
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