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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 (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.

	The manuscript studies important problems in using responsible AI in e-commerce cybersecurity. The paper is timely and well structured. It fills a real gap between ethical principles and how they work in practice. This is important in a world of fast risks and high-speed digital life. The authors combine data analysis and policy review to give useful ideas for researchers, professionals, and regulators. The results help create practical models for AI governance and support the international discussion about ethics in digital business.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is suitable. It clearly shows the main topic and matches the content of the manuscript. No changes are needed.
	

	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 clear and informative. But it can be improved if the authors list the research methods or goals more clearly — maybe as a short list or separate sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methods are well explained, the data is real, and the conclusions are based on analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are recent and relevant. Most are from 2023 to 2025. Maybe 1–2 global sources on AI ethics can be added.
	

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

	Yes, the English is good for publication. Some small grammar edits may help, but in general the language is clear and professional. I had no problems understanding the text.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The paper is long but detailed. Figures and tables help explain the results. The authors may want to highlight key policy ideas more clearly in the conclusion.
	



	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) No major ethical issues were found. 
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