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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 provides a comprehensive and well-structured survey of privacy-preserving mechanisms in machine learning, a topic of increasing importance as ML systems are widely deployed in sensitive, real-world domains. By systematically categorizing privacy threats and corresponding defense mechanisms, the paper serves as a valuable reference for both researchers and practitioners. The discussion of trade-offs between privacy, utility, and practicality highlights key challenges faced in deploying privacy-aware ML systems. Overall, the survey contributes to consolidating existing knowledge and identifying open research directions in this evolving field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope and content of the manuscript. It clearly conveys that the paper is a survey focused on privacy-preserving machine learning algorithms.
	

	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 is clear and comprehensive. It succinctly outlines the motivation, key privacy threats, major classes of privacy-preserving techniques, and future research directions. No major additions are required. Minor tightening of language could improve conciseness, but the current version adequately summarizes the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The definitions of privacy threats, formal privacy notions such as differential privacy, and descriptions of federated learning and cryptographic techniques are accurate and consistent with established literature. The discussion reflects a good understanding of both theoretical foundations and practical implications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive and includes seminal works as well as recent surveys and influential studies in privacy-preserving machine learning. The citations are appropriate and up to date. No essential references appear to be missing.
	

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


	The language is clear, professional, and suitable for an academic audience. Minor grammatical or stylistic refinements could be made in a few places, but overall readability and clarity are good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized and easy to follow. The figures and examples help clarify complex attack models and defense mechanisms. A short table summarizing the comparison between major privacy-preserving techniques (threat model, guarantees, and limitations) could further enhance readability, but this is optional.
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