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	FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

	While the authors have addressed most of the technical and scientific feedback, including methodological detail, proper referencing, and improved language, several critical formatting issues remain unresolved. Specifically, figure captions are still styled like section headers, which can confuse readers, and all tables (including those in the appendices) appear to be manually formatted using plain text or spacing, rather than structured using proper table tools. Additionally, no dedicated “Limitations” section was added, although some discussion is implied in parts. A final formatting and structure revision is strongly recommended before acceptance.
Improvements Acknowledged:
The manuscript is scientifically sound and merits acceptance once these revisions are completed:

1. The abstract now includes practical implications (e.g., GDPR/HIPAA compliance) and removes redundant phrasing.

2. Encryption algorithms (AES-256, RSA-2048) and tools (Web Crypto API) are explicitly specified.

3. Sample size justification via preliminary power analysis strengthens methodological rigor.

4. Added references (Hasan, 2024; Kang et al., 2023) improve context for Zero Trust.

5. Language quality has improved (e.g., standardized use of "Zero Trust," reduced grammatical errors).

6. More details were added in the methodology, including tool usage, power analysis justification, and performance metrics.

Remaining Critical Issues:
1. Abstract Format
· Structure headlines (e.g., Aims, Study Design, Results) are non-standard for computer science journals.

· These should be removed and the abstract reformatted as a single, cohesive narrative paragraph.

2. Tables and Figures
· Manual formatting (misaligned columns, inconsistent borders) remains. All tables should be rebuilt using Word or LaTeX tools.

· Captions like “Fig. 2. Approach for application performance” are still styled like section headings — bolded, centered, and not visually integrated with their figures. This continues to create confusion, as the captions resemble section headers rather than labels for visuals.

· Formatting inconsistencies persist in statistical reporting (e.g., inconsistent p-value formatting across tables).

· Table 2 still appears as a text block and is not properly structured.

· Appendix tables (A & B) also use manual spacing and have alignment issues. These must be reformatted using proper table structures.

3. Limitations
· A dedicated section addressing threats to validity or generalizability is still missing.

4. References
· OWASP Top 10 remains uncited where referenced.

· Critical analysis of cited works (e.g., Als et al., 2024) remains superficial.

5. Language
· Some long or awkward sentences remain (e.g., missing punctuation in “equipped. Data were collected…”).

· Some stylistic oddities are still present.

6. Formatting
· There are still issues with text alignment and layout — for example, some section headings begin mid-line rather than on a new line, and there are inconsistent gaps or breaks between sections and paragraphs.
7. Conclusion:
The manuscript is scientifically sound and merits acceptance once the final formatting and presentation issues are resolved.
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