Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Computer Science 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRCOS_137514

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	THE STRATEGIC ROLE OF AI IN ENHANCING NATIONAL CYBERSECURITY FRAMEWORKS

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	This manuscript stands as a critically important one for scientific communities because it comprehensively discusses the different interdisciplinary issues of the impact of AI on national cybersecurity strategies. It fills in this gap of AI-technology versus organizational, legal, ethical implications of the forming of a complete spectrum of AI under the governance towards cybersecurity frameworks. It gives some relevant points that may prove to be of much importance with the aim of encouraging interdisciplinary studies and international cooperation among policymakers and researchers in designing resilient security constructs. To conclude, this manuscript extends the understanding of how AI can be used in nationally securing growing digital environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Indeed, the title of the article is befitting, providing a clear indication of the article's focus on the strategic considerations of Artificial Intelligence for national cybersecurity frameworks. In this way, the article title encapsulates the very theme of the manuscript, i.e., the bearing and use of AI in larger national security strategies. Thus, bearing the hallmark of the study, the title opens avenues for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners interested in the application of artificial intelligence in the cybersecurity domain.
	

	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 well-written in such a way that it briefly treats the themes, among others, of AI's emergence in innovating approaches to national cybersecurity strategies as well as technological trends, challenges, and policy recommendations. For clarity, there might be a mention of specific results or insights derived from the analysis plus a mention of the methodological approach. A brief statement of the study's main contribution(s) or primary conclusion(s) could strengthen the enhancement of the abstract and give proper direction to the readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	After review of the paper, it came across as scientifically sound and relevant to current literature and data analysis with a multidisciplinary approach in arriving at the implications of AI on national cybersecurity strategies. It arises relevant challenges, opportunities, and interdisciplinary dimensions in support of its arguments with references and empirical data, thus given all these factors, the study is rigorously accurate and clearly well researched.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and up-to-date, drawing from a diverse range of recent publications, reports, and online resources majorly from 2018 onward, with several coming from 2023 and 2024 as well. This means the manuscript is grounded in current research and contemporary developments in AI and cybersecurity, thereby increasing its relevance and credibility.
	

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


	Yes, the language and quality of English in the article are appropriate for scholarly communication, consisting of clear, precise, and formal academic language through which complex concepts and research findings could be conveyed effectively. The writing style follows accepted academic practices so that it is readily accessible and professional for scholars in the international arena.
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