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	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 manuscript addresses a very important and timely topic: the connection of cybersecurity awareness and practices among Faculty and students in a higher education setting, using Educational Data Mining techniques. The use of K-Means clustering to find out distinct patterns is a strong analytical approach that promises valuable insight. The research connection to Sustainable Development Goal on Quality Education is a significant value to this work.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good, but might need to be reframed if the Author’s focus is on Mobile malware. The Title and Abstract focused on General malware, while the Introduction focuses on Mobile malware. If the Author meant to talk about Mobile Malware, here is my recommendation: 

1. “Patterns of Mobile Awareness and Security Practices: A Clustering Analysis on College Faculty and Students” 

2. A Clustering Analysis of Mobile Awareness and Proactive Behaviours and College Faculty and Students”


	

	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 Result Analysis on the Abstract was not specifically stated. The Abstract need to capture the result of the clustering Analysis well. The Result should explicitly state the clustering number and its characteristics, for example, “Cluster1:High Awareness, low practice.” The major difference between the clusters should be stated. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the use of EDM and K-Means for Cluster Analysis is appropriate and well applied. However, the manuscript did not specify well the result of the K-Mean Cluster. It should be specific, for example when cluster is 1: High Awareness, low practice and when Cluster is 2; Low Awareness, high practice. The statistical difference that proves the comparison should be well defined.  A clear connection between EDM and Cybersecurity/Malware Awareness should be well-explained.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference provided a solid foundation in Cybersecurity, EDM and Malware. However, there is need to include references from recent work 2025. I also suggest adding literature on the behavioural and Psychological barriers to security adoption, and more references on using Clustering for cyber-risk profiling in educational 

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


	The English language is structurally acceptable; however, a few grammatical errors can be corrected. A thorough professional copy-editing is essential to meet scholarly communication standards.
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