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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 proposed method integrates an affine transformation for multilevel security, ensuring robust reversibility and resistance to cryptanalytic attacks.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title generaly reflects the content of the study. 
	

	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 covers the main idea, but a few points might be clarified to make it more informative. It could be better if the author(s) add a brief explanation about a specific problem that underlies the need for integrating the proposed method. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The proof of non-singularity in Theorem 1 is interesting. However, a more detailed explanation is needed regarding the underlying idea of the intitial condition in the following statement: 
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate. However, some of the references are not up to date. For example, Fridrich (1998), Menezes et al. (1997), Trefethen (1997), Koshy (2001).
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable for scholarly communications. However, there are many grammatical errors, such as capitalization, inconsistent terminology, and unclear sentence structures. It is recommended that the manuscript undergo thorough proofreading.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The example in Section 2.7 is helpful, but it lacks detailed explanation.
Providing a flowchart summarizing the encryption process may enhance readers’ understanding.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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