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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive and up-to-date systematic review of Intrusion Detection Systems in Internet of Things environments, highlighting key research trends, methodological practices, and architectural choices. By emphasizing the critical role of dataset diversity and realistic evaluation strategies, the study helps researchers better understand why many IDS models fail to generalize beyond controlled settings. The analysis also clarifies the strengths and limitations of centralized, decentralized, and hybrid IDS architectures, supporting informed design decisions for future systems. Overall, the manuscript serves as a valuable reference that guides researchers toward more robust, adaptive, and practically deployable IoT security solutions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of the article suitable but few more  Suggested Alternative Titles

1. “A Systematic Review of Intrusion Detection Systems for Internet of Things Environments”

2. “Intrusion Detection Systems in the Internet of Things: A Systematic Review of Trends, Datasets, and Architectures”

3.“AI-Driven Intrusion Detection Systems for IoT: A Systematic Review and Research Trends”

4. “A Comprehensive Review of IoT-Based Intrusion Detection Systems: Methodologies, Datasets, and Architectures”

5. “Intrusion Detection in IoT Networks: A Systematic Review of Evaluation Methods and Dataset Diversity”
	

	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 is largely comprehensive and effectively summarizes the scope, methodology, key findings, and implications of the manuscript. It clearly communicates the purpose of the study, the systematic review approach, major research trends, the importance of dataset diversity, evaluation practices, and architectural considerations in IoT-based Intrusion Detection Systems.

However, a few minor improvements could further enhance clarity and completeness:

1. Explicitly mention the review scope (e.g., time span or number of studies reviewed) to strengthen methodological transparency.

2. Briefly highlight the main contribution of the review, such as identifying research gaps or providing actionable guidelines for future IDS design.

3. Consider slightly reducing repetitive emphasis on dataset diversity by consolidating related sentences for conciseness.

No major deletions are necessary, as all points included are relevant and well aligned with the objectives of the study. Overall, the abstract is well-structured and suitable for a high-quality review paper, with only minor refinements recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and correct. The concepts, claims, and interpretations presented are consistent with established research in the fields of Internet of Things security and Intrusion Detection Systems. The discussion on the growing adoption of AI-driven IDS, the importance of dataset diversity for model generalization, and the comparative analysis of centralized, decentralized, and hybrid architectures aligns well with findings reported in the existing scientific literature.

Moreover, the manuscript follows an appropriate systematic review approach, draws logical conclusions supported by the reviewed studies, and avoids unsupported or exaggerated claims. While further strengthening could be achieved by explicitly detailing the review protocol and inclusion criteria, the current content is scientifically valid and suitable for academic dissemination.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes — based on current literature, the references in your manuscript are broadly sufficient and recent, but there is room to strengthen the review with additional up-to-date and impactful sources. Including these will improve coverage of recent trends (2026-2026), especially in AI-driven IDS, federated learning, real-world datasets, and hybrid architectures.
	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the manuscript are **largely suitable for scholarly communication**. The writing is clear, formal, and uses appropriate technical terminology consistent with academic standards in computer science and cybersecurity research. The arguments are generally well articulated, and the structure supports logical flow and readability.

That said, **minor grammatical refinements and stylistic polishing**—particularly to reduce repetition, improve sentence conciseness, and ensure consistency in tense and terminology—would further enhance clarity and professionalism. These improvements are editorial in nature and do not affect the scientific content, but they would help the manuscript meet the highest standards expected by international journals.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No significant ethical issues are evident in this manuscript. The study is a systematic review based solely on previously published research and does not involve human participants, animals, personal data, or experimental interventions. As such, it does not require ethical approval or informed consent.

Provided that all reviewed sources are properly cited and the review process is transparently described, the manuscript adheres to standard ethical guidelines for scholarly research. Overall, the work appears ethically sound and compliant with academic publishing norms.
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