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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript discusses a crucial field of research that is gaining significant importance in today's world. As more sectors like energy, water, and transportation become reliant on digital systems, the cyber resilience of critical infrastructures is of utmost importance. The paper’s examination of current issues and their novel solutions offers useful information that can shape both policy and practical measures. This research helps offer a more robust understanding of cybersecurity challenges and serves to enhance future studies as well as the development of security solutions for critical infrastructure.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate as it accurately reflects the core of the essay which seeks to improve cybersecurity on critical infrastructures while pinpointing the risks and innovations required to foster resilience.


	

	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 captures some novelties that cybersecurity in critical infrastructure holds and the most important issues it poses, but it might be more interesting if it referred to the particular types of critical infrastructure one thinks of, for example, energy, transport, or healthcare. Moreover, it would be better for the single scope of practitioners and researchers to state the practical outcomes or importance the proposed solutions bring. In general, the abstract seems complete, but it would be great if these points are added to make it more focus and appealing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As far as I can tell, scientifically, the manuscript is right. The discussion on the significance of cybersecurity in critical infrastructure along with the subsequent issues and innovations is current in the field. It is clear that the author(s) have done their due diligence to key literature and have provided strong rationale supporting the need scope of security measures. That said, the manuscript will be strengthened by including specific data or examples from practice to support the effectiveness of cybersecurity innovations, some of which have already been touched upon. Such action enhances the credibility of the paper in question.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the manuscript are rather appropriate and relevant, encompassing major works in the domain of cybersecurity pertaining to critical infrastructure. Noted sources from the past two to three years seem to be missing and could be beneficial in ensuring the manuscript is comprehensive to the latest developments and other emerging factors within the field. 


	

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


	The language and general standards of English set out in the manuscript are acceptable for academic publishing. Important points and opinions are easy to grasp since the manuscript is comprehensible, focused, and logically organized. The use of specialized vocabulary is suitable, and the prose is largely devoid of any grammatical or syntactical complications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	There does not appear to be issues of a potential ethical dimension.
There do not appear to be any competing interest issues in the manuscript. The paper appears to provide a fair and impartial account of the problems and developments in the field of cybersecurity and critical infrastructure.

No Plagiarism is suspected.
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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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