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	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 manuscript is important for the scientific community because it offers a thorough empirical comparison of state-of-the-art feature selection methods for multiattribute classification, which is a pressing challenge in high-dimensional data processing. Given the widespread use of multiattribute models in such fields as bioinformatics, text, image, and medical data processing, the results of this study can be useful for both researchers and practitioners. The generalized conclusions about the effectiveness of the methods, in particular the dominance of CLE-FS, provide valuable guidelines for the choice of tools in future studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is generally informative and appropriate, as it accurately reflects the content of the paper. However, you can also consider the following options for titles: "Evaluating State-of-the-Art Multi-Label Feature Selection Approaches for High-Dimensional Data", "Comparative Analysis of Modern Multi-Label Feature Selection Approaches for High-Dimensional Data Classification".
	

	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 needs to be clearer and more scientifically informative. In particular, it is necessary to formulate the purpose of the study more clearly and supplement it with the main conclusions, in particular, to indicate which method was the most effective according to the results of the experiments. It is also advisable to avoid excessive repetition of basic concepts that are better explained in the introduction. Instead of general phrases about data types and classifications, it is advisable to focus on the scientific novelty and practical contribution of the comparison.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, as it is based on the current theoretical foundations of multi-semantic classification and uses established approaches to evaluating the effectiveness of methods. The presented empirical study is based on reproducible experiments using real datasets, which confirms the reliability of the results. The authors follow the logic of scientific analysis, providing reasonable conclusions based on the collected data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript generally cover the key approaches to multisource trait selection, but some of them are outdated (some date back to 2007-2013). To increase the scientific value and relevance of the study, it is recommended to update the bibliography, giving preference to sources published in the last 5 years. In particular, attention should be paid to the latest works on hybrid models, deep learning, attention mechanisms in multi-label feature selection, and applications in complex data, such as multi-modal or streaming data. Such an update of references will strengthen the argumentation and make the work more relevant to the current scientific context.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript needs to be improved, as it has a number of syntactic, grammatical and stylistic flaws that make the text difficult to read. For example, in the phrase "From a few years" it would be more appropriate to use "In recent years", and the word "methos" is an obvious spelling error instead of "methods". It is recommended to have the text professionally edited or proofread by a native speaker to ensure compliance with academic standards and improve the readability of the article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In general, the manuscript has the potential to be a useful contribution to the field of multi-attribute classification, especially as a practical guide for selecting trait selection methods. However, to improve the scientific quality of the work, it would be advisable to improve the language, clarify the abstract, and update the bibliography, focusing on recent references. An additional advantage would be the inclusion of statistical validation of the results and graphical visualization for a better perception of the differences between methods.
It is also necessary to bring the manuscript to the requirements of the editorial board (margins, fonts, indents).
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