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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 addresses a critically important and timely topic at the intersection of machine learning, data privacy, and security. As machine learning systems are increasingly deployed in sensitive, data-driven domains such as healthcare, finance, and personalized services, understanding privacy risks and mitigation techniques is essential for both researchers and practitioners. By systematically reviewing major privacy threats and defense mechanisms, the paper provides a consolidated reference that helps bridge theoretical privacy guarantees and practical ML deployment concerns. The survey is valuable for guiding future research as well as informing responsible real-world adoption of machine learning technologies
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
The title accurately reflects the scope and content of the manuscript. It clearly conveys that the paper is a survey focused on privacy-preserving approaches in machine learning, which aligns well with the structure and depth of the review.


	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly outlines the motivation, key privacy threats, major classes of privacy-preserving mechanisms, and open research challenges. One minor suggestion would be to briefly mention the survey methodology (e.g., systematic literature review) to further strengthen clarity regarding how the reviewed works were selected.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
The manuscript is scientifically sound and accurately presents established concepts in privacy-preserving machine learning. The descriptions of privacy attacks (e.g., membership inference, model inversion, model extraction) and defenses (e.g., differential privacy, federated learning, cryptographic methods) are technically correct and consistent with existing literature. Mathematical definitions and explanations, particularly for differential privacy and its relaxations, are presented clearly and correctly.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes.
The references are extensive, relevant, and include both foundational works and recent studies. The manuscript cites seminal papers (e.g., Dwork et al., Shokri et al., Fredrikson et al.) as well as modern surveys and tools. The reference list adequately supports the discussion. No additional references are strictly necessary, though recent work on privacy risks in large language models could optionally be mentioned in future revisions.
	

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


	Yes.
The manuscript is written in clear, formal academic English. The terminology is consistent, explanations are precise, and the overall readability is good. Minor stylistic refinements (e.g., reducing sentence length in a few dense paragraphs) could further improve flow, but no major language issues are present
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a well-structured and thorough survey that successfully balances breadth and depth. The organization of attacks, defenses, and tools makes the paper easy to follow. The discussion of limitations and future research directions is particularly strong and highlights meaningful open challenges. With minor editorial refinements, the manuscript is suitable for publication.
The manuscript is technically sound, well-researched, and clearly written. Minor refinements related to presentation and optional expansion of recent developments would further strengthen the paper.
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