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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The paper is highly relevant and contributes well through its robust use of quantitative method to analyse AI based mitigation techniques using models which gives accurate results leading to a more crucial link towards the technological aspect of the Deepfake technologies. The perception of the researcher is clear and the findings are in concurrence with the existing pertinent issues of national security due to development of technology. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Instead of “AI-Powered Detection and Mitigation of Deepfakes in National Security Contexts”, I would suggest the author must highlight the techniques used in the quantitative research method, to draw more attention and relevance for the future studies. This title is highlighting towards only the qualitative aspect of the study.
	

	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.


	Though overall the abstract is written in a precise manner but the line “The study also identifies the importance of multi-layered defense systems incorporating forensic analysis, real-time monitoring, and public awareness initiatives”, was not broadly defined or discussed in the paper. I would recommend to bring about more fluidity and comprehensiveness for the section where this is been discussed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, I find it scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Ahmad, J., Salman, W., Amin, M., Ali, Z., & Shokat, S. (2024). A Survey on Enhanced Approaches for Cyber Security Challenges Based on Deep Fake Technology in Computing Networks. Spectrum of Engineering Sciences, 2(4), 133-149.
Mohammed, A. (2024). Deep Fake Detection and Mitigation: Securing Against AI-Generated Manipulation. Journal of Computational Innovation, 4(1).

Miotti, A., & Wasil, A. (2024). Combatting deepfakes: Policies to address national security threats and rights violations. arXiv preprint arXiv:2402.09581.

The above citations are from my collection of DeepFake references which I have used for my previous work, I would like the author to atleast give it a glimpse for writing the discussion section of this paper which needs more thorough detailing of the findings.
	

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


	Yes, I would say it is rather too technical. I would suggest if possible, researcher shall discuss some technical terms in a line or two to make it more interactive for the multidisciplinary readers/authors and researchers.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall the paper is robust and the idea or the prism of view is novel enough for publication. The quantitative research method is done well, while the thematic research method and its findings could have been discussed more to give an overall purview of concepts like ethics involved and gap between the practising technologies and mitigation measures. The hardwork of the author is reflected throughout the paper, though I would suggest to bring more continuity within the paper, which will make it easier to comprehend.
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