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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 “A Lightweight Hybrid Deep Learning-Based Intrusion Detection System for Detecting Botnet Attacks in IoT Networks” is about an important and current topic in IoT security. It is well organized, easy to follow, and shows very good experimental results with high accuracy and very few false alarms. Testing the system on a Raspberry Pi is a strong point, as it proves the method can work in real practical situations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct:

 Explain more clearly how this model is different from or better than existing CNN–LSTM or GRU models. Emphasize the “lightweight” part of the design.

Datasets: Note that BoT-IoT and UNSW-NB15 do not fully represent all real-world IoT devices. Add a short explanation of how the model could work in other environments.

Evaluation: Provide or discuss extra deployment details such as power use, data processing speed, or response time.

Robustness: Add a short discussion on how the system might handle adversarial attacks and possible future solutions.

Presentation: Use acronyms consistently, make figures easier to read (clear labels and legends), and keep the reference formatting uniform.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes — the references in the manuscript are reasonably sufficient and mostly recent, but adding a few more up-to-date works would strengthen the literature review.
	

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


	Yes — the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication.
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	Recommendation

Overall, the study is scientifically sound and practically valuable. With minor revisions to clarify discuss dataset limitations, and enhance the presentation, the paper will be suitable for publication.
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