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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.


	This article proposes a hybrid deep learning based intrusion detection and prevention system for blockchain networks that integrates CNN, Bi-LSTM, and Transformer models to detect anomalous behavior in blockchain data. The system can identify threats such as cryptojacking and smart contract vulnerabilities and automatically respond by isolating suspicious transactions. Experimental results demonstrate that the proposed model achieves an accuracy of 97.21%, outperforming state-of-the-art approaches while effectively handling data imbalance and adapting to evolving attack patterns, thereby enhancing the security of decentralized blockchain systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Not quite. A better alternative could be “A Hybrid Deep Learning Based Intrusion Detection and Prevention System for Blockchain Networks” or “Enhancing Blockchain Security Through Hybrid Deep Learning Based Intrusion Detection and Prevention”. Deep learning is a subfield of machine learning; therefore, using the term “deep learning” provides a more specific and precise description.
	

	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 OK.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript demonstrates scientific validity and conforms to accepted theoretical foundations and research methodologies in the domains of ML/DL and blockchain security.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The 28 references are relatively recent and comprehensive.
	

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


	Yes, but can be improved. The quality of English in this article is at an effective level for the academic content, but it may not yet be fully suitable for publication in high-standard international journals. This is due to the presence of grammatical errors, inconsistencies in terminology, and occasional use of informal or non-academic expressions. For example:

- Spelling inconsistency: Both British (UK) and American (US) spellings are used interchangeably within the same manuscript, such as “defences” and “defenses”.

- Inappropriate academic phrasing: The phrase “This area gives…” is used instead of a more formal expression, such as “This section presents…” when introducing a section.

- Redundant sentence structures: For example, “Further future will focus…” in the conclusion section can be revised to a more fluent and academically appropriate form, such as “Future work will focus on…”.

Overall, while the manuscript is understandable, careful language editing and standardization are recommended to improve its academic tone and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this article is of very high quality in terms of academic content and research contribution. It presents an effective integration of modern technologies, namely 1D CNN, Bi-LSTM, and Transformer models, to address the problem of attack detection in blockchain systems with complex temporal characteristics. This approach is considered novel and comprehensive, as it captures both short-term and long-term patterns. However, minor improvements in presentation and language, such as ensuring data consistency and appropriate use of technical terminology, are still required to make the manuscript fully ready for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No.
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