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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 paper is written on proactive cybersecurity frameworks for at-home medical IoT devices, Medical IoT Security, Proactive Threat Intelligence, Predictive Analytics, Zero-Day Exploits, Advanced Persistent Threats- they discuss all these terms. Authors gather and show detailed analysis of predictive analytics, and GAN-based adversarial defence mechanisms that uses to detect zero-day exploits with remarkable accuracy and efficiency. The manuscript shows that it is useful in the actual world and technically sound by going over their/his detailed experimental analysis and results, ethical issues, and compliance validation. Overall, this research paper has detailed existing literature and, also combine theoretical knowledge and apply some well-known techniques and methods.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, suitable
	

	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.


	In abstract the author wrote “datasets like MIMIC-IV and PhysioNet, with preprocessing techniques such as KNN imputation and DBSCAN outlier detection. The results section presented findings, with neural networks achieving 94% AUC-ROC…. improving rare disease identification by 50%. Ethical anonymization preserved 97% data utility, though historical data reliance posed limitations.”…where in details/body I cannot find any writings relates with “Mimic-IV/ DBSCAN or AUC-ROC 50%. Ethical anonymization preserved 97% data utility,
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Its scientifically correct the author analyse other similar writing as well as apply some known techniques
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. But I have few suggestions as below-
References are in APA7 format. A few references have NO Doi/link. (e.g: Goodfellow, I.J., Shlens, J., & Szegedy, C. (2014). 

Explaining and Harnessing Adversarial Examples. CoRR, abs/1412.6572; Vaswani, A., Shazeer, N., Parmar, N., Uszkoreit, J., Jones, L., Gomez, A., Kaiser, Ł., & Polosukhin, I. (2017). Attention Is All You Need.;

Creswell, J. W., & Plano Clark, V. L. (2017). Designing and conducting mixed methods research (3rd ed.). Sage.)
A few doi/links has underline and green coloured (need to remove underline and should be in black colour)

(e.g Udechukwu, L. M., Oladoyinbo, T. O., Mayeke, N. R., Adesokan-Imran, T. O., & Olasege, R. O. (2025). AI-driven adversarial defense framework with generative adversarial network for secure healthcare IoT ecosystems. Archives of Current Research International, 25(10), 148–165. https://doi.org/10.9734/acri/2025/v25i101556
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figure 1- the figure 1 is not clear and lebels are NOT readable.

Abstract shoulld reflect the body/writings. But in abstract I find different information
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