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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 study is important because it provides a much-needed integration of the cybersecurity measures and ethical information governance as it relates to the use of artificial intelligence. The scope of the study also offers a precise benchmark in the application of AI technology, with hands-on validation of the leading models. Importantly, the three subject matters discussed – Cybersecurity, Governance, and Artificial Intelligence are topical research areas that are beginning to far reaching effects on other science fields. This manuscript not only advances the study of AI, but also enables the development of ethically responsible and community focused scalable defences that are foundational to the field. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, the title is suitable because it is clear and descriptive enough to explicitly communicate the research focus and approach.
	

	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 comprehensive as it does a good job of introducing the study, explaining the framework/methodology employed. It also covers the result and recommendations from the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is scientifically correct. The study’s approach aligns with best practices in mixed method research. The findings also fall within reasonable and believable ranges.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the author’s use of over 60 academic materials in proving the veracity of the study makes it grounded. Also, the references are quite recent with many falling within the 2-5 years range. However, there are some references that are quite dated (over 20 years) which can be reassessed for more recent discoveries. Example is Landis and Koch (1977), Higgins and Thompson (2002) and Popper (2005), etc 
	

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


	Yes, the language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. However, there are quite a number of grammatical errors (mostly spellings, tense choices, etc) that if taken care of, will further elevate the quality of the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Oladiipo Oladepo, New Mexico State University, United States of America

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

