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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.


	This manuscript makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by formally integrating behavioral biometrics as a core, high-assurance layer within a Zero Trust Architecture (ZTA) framework. Achieving a near-perfect 0% Equal Error Rate (EER) and demonstrating sub-millisecond inference times for continuous authentication addresses the long-standing challenge of balancing security with usability in sensitive, distributed environments. The paper provides a rigorous, multi-modal machine learning model that advances the state-of-the-art for identity verification in remote settings, particularly by establishing a necessary benchmark for HIPAA-compliant healthcare security and opening avenues for future large-scale, longitudinal field deployments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article, "Behavioral Biometrics-Powered Continuous Authentication for Zero-Trust Remote Work Environments: A Multi-Factor Identity Verification Framework," is highly 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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is remarkably comprehensive and well-structured, capturing all the necessary components of a high-quality academic abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the provided sections (Abstract, Introduction, Literature Review, and Methodology), the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in its approach, design, and claimed results, but the definitive scientific correctness hinges on the full, unprovided data and the successful replication of the perfect performance metrics.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references listed throughout the provided sections of the manuscript appear to be generally sufficient in scope, covering the necessary theoretical foundations, empirical studies, and regulatory context. They also demonstrate a solid effort toward recency, with several citations dated 2024 and 2025 (often a placeholder for very recent or future-published work).
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are highly suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This research paper presents an extremely strong and relevant technical framework. The work is timely, addressing the critical security challenges posed by remote work in the highly regulated healthcare sector through the use of advanced machine learning and Zero Trust principles.
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