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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 addresses an important and timely problem in cybersecurity, namely intrusion detection in highly imbalanced IoT network environments. The study provides a systematic comparison between traditional ensemble learning, sampling-based techniques, and deep feature learning approaches, offering practical insights rather than purely theoretical claims. The findings are valuable because they challenge the assumption that deep learning always outperforms conventional machine learning methods, highlighting the importance of data quality and preprocessing. 

The work contributes useful guidance for researchers and practitioners designing intrusion detection systems in resource-constrained IoT scenarios.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, descriptive, and reflects the core methodology and application domain of the manuscript. It accurately conveys the integration of deep feature learning and ensemble models for intrusion detection in imbalanced IoT datasets.

Alternative Title Suggestion:
“Deep Feature Learning and Ensemble Models for Multi-Class Intrusion Detection in Imbalanced IoT Networks”.
	

	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 clearly summarized the motivation, methodology, dataset, key findings, and practical implications. It reports both improvements and limitations, which strengthened transparency.

Suggestions for Improvement:
-Reduce some numerical details in order to improve the readability (because, too many metrics may overwhelm readers).

-Add a brief statement on practical deployment implications for IoT systems in order to emphasize the applicability.

-Consider shortening the background context slightly in order to focus more on the main contribution and outcomes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript appears scientifically sound and methodologically consistent. The experimental setup is clearly described, evaluation metrics are appropriate for imbalanced classification, and results are interpreted logically. The comparison across multiple configurations (baseline, SMOTE, deep-feature hybrids) is well-structured and supports the conclusions.

Suggestions for Improvement:
-Some claims in the discussion could be supported with additional statistical validation (e.g., significance testing or confidence intervals).

-The rationale for selecting specific deep learning architectures and hyper-parameters could be briefly strengthened.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient. 

Suggestions for Additional References:
-More recent works (2023–2025) on lightweight IDS models for edge/IoT deployment.

-Studies focusing on explainable AI (XAI) in intrusion detection, which is becoming increasingly relevant.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear academic English and is generally suitable for scholarly publication. The structure is logical and easy to follow.

Suggestions for Improvement:
-Reduce repetitive phrasing in the Introduction and Discussion.

-Shorten overly long sentences in some sections for readability.

-Perform a final proofreading pass to improve flow and conciseness.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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