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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 paper presents a fundamental innovation for the scientific community with an AI-powered fault injection platform that enhances system resilience by using adaptive, intelligent chaos engineering. By leveraging reinforcement learning, the method enables dynamic, context-aware testing that exposes hidden vulnerabilities more effectively than the conventional static approaches. This innovation is particularly valuable in the cloud-native and microservice architecture era, when standard testing methods fall short. The paper not only advances the frontiers of automatic resilience testing but also provides foundations for large-scale autonomous self-healing systems in high-complexity distributed systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	· Yes
	

	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.


	· Please, mention the specific challenges of current fault injection techniques in dynamic environments.

· Try to highlight a key quantitative outcome of your evaluation to demonstrate the effectiveness of your approach 

· Express how well the approach generalizes across different system types or workloads can add to its appeal.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is Correct, but need small modifications in it:
· The article discusses the use of Deep Q-Networks (DQN), but there is no detailed information on hyperparameters, training convergence, exploration-exploitation strategy, or training data volume.

· The study only contrasts AI-based approaches with static chaotic engineering. It does not contrast with semi-automated, heuristic-based, or other AI/ML-based fault injection approaches, which limits its innovation assessment.

· One e-commerce application was tested by the model. It is unclear how the technique generalizes across other areas of applications or architecture.

· "How performance degrades with an increasing number of microservices or nodes" is not answered.

· The results section mentions repetition but does not include confidence intervals, standard deviations, or statistical tests (e.g., t-tests) to accompany the improvement observed.
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	Yes, they are all recent. But the number of references can be increased to 20.
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