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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 (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 paper tries to prove the efficacy of using Deep learning detection system to mitigate cyber attack. The paper is proving that Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) model is more effective in detecting threat when compare with traditional Machine learning models like SVM, Random forest, and Logistic regression. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not suitable. For a model to be effective to catch Zero-day attack, there there should be a means of updating the model in real-time. From the design diagram, fig 1, there is nothing like that. What the author(s) did was normal experiment everyone in the field is familiar with. The title should be like this: ENHANCING CYBERATTACK DETECTION USING DEEP LEARNING MODEL.
	

	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.


	All the information needed to be in the abstract are there. All that is needed is to rephrase the abstract to sound professional.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct for publication after some corrections
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are very much inadequate. The entire work has only 16 citations (1-16). The remaining references in the references list are not cited. The literature review section has only 6 reviewed and cited previous works.
There are so many researches going on in this field since 2017. So 6 previous studies are not enough to establish any gap. Though the work is centre on any gap.
	

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


	The English is okay with few corrections to make.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) There are few grammatical errors to correct
2) Check the “evaluation metric” section. Correct the definition of TN, FP, and FN.
3) The authors should cite any equation that was not originated from them

4) Write any term in full before the acronym.

5) State the gap with previous solution which you are trying to cover. 

6) Work on your citation and references. Some references are not cited. The references between 2017 till date should not be less than 50. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

NO
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