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	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 presents an advancement in the field of cybersecurity by introducing a hybrid deep learning based network anomaly detection system that not only achieves high accuracy but also prioritizes user accessibility. Its integration of CNN-LSTM models with real-time, actionable alerts bridges a crucial gap between technical threat detection and practical user response. By validating the model on five diverse benchmark datasets, the research establishes a strong foundation for generalizability across varied network environments. The emphasis on empowering nontechnical users makes this work particularly relevant as cybersecurity becomes an increasingly universal concern in our digitally connected world.
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	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and well-structured, covering the motivation, methodology, datasets, results, and key contribution (user-centric actionable notifications)..
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically sound.

Minor Areas for Scientific Enhancement: Lack of Explainable AI (XAI): The manuscript acknowledges the blackbox nature of the model but does not propose or integrate any interpretability methods (e.g., SHAP, LIME), which would be important in a user-facing cybersecurity tool.

No Real-Time or Live Deployment Validation: All results are based on offline benchmark datasets… while valid for initial testing, real-world deployment or simulation would add significant scientific weight.

Prototype Evaluation: The user interface and notification system are described, but no formal usability study or end-user validation is conducted. Including such a study would strengthen the scientific claims around user empowerment.
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	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Kumrashan Indranil Iyer, WGU, USA
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

