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	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 explains the security and resilience plans used in the Industrial IoT (IIoT) in smart manufacturing in an efficient and comprehensive way. IIoT is transforming industrial work across the world, which makes the topic highly important. Since the review looks at architectures, technologies, standards, and new trends, it is beneficial for those involved in both theory and practice. Embarking on resilient procedures, eco-friendly IIoT solutions, and using AI/ML for proactive security improves the role of IIoT in manufacturing even more. However, to ensure the paper is more scientific and influential, you should make the following changes:
1. 1. In the Abstract and Introduction, make sure to highlight the new and main aspects of your work.

2. 2. Try not to include the same features, such as edge computing, AI, and zero-trust, in multiple sections.

3. 3. Add tables or classifications to better show how security risks are handled by resilience strategies.

4. 4. Add a sharper note on what the main points are, what has yet to be done, and what needs to happen moving forward.

5. 5. Certain sections need to be rewritten to make meaning clearer; just a few grammar changes are needed.

6. 6. Include a small section on human factors and usability challenges, which are currently developing.
	

	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 gives useful details but is somewhat wordy. The abstract should be shorter and clearly bring up the special focus of the paper—its dedicated attention to green security, resilience metrics, and forward-looking defense. It is better to replace wordy phrases like "calling for holistic solutions" with simpler language.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the contents of the manuscript are scientifically based and properly structured. However, adding more in-depth analysis (such as comparative tables and classifications) could make the argument clearer and more valuable in scholarly terms.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The majority of the references are recent (2021–2025) and tied to the subject.

Adding a few more sources on human factors in IIoT security (for example, usability, training, how people interact with machines) would help bring more depth to the coverage.
	

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


	To some extent it’s true, but it has a few minor grammar and style mistakes that ought to be corrected. For instance: 
The word is meant to be “roles” and not “roes” (Section 5).

Make your sentences shorter and described them actively, not passively.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Include a summary table looking at different security frameworks (i.e. ISA/IEC 62443 vs NIST CSF).

2. In addition to a mapping table of threats and their associated resilience strategies.

3. When ever possible try integrating real world industry examples (such as automotive, food, pharma).

4. Discussing metrics of resilience and robustness in IIoT systems.

5. Use infographics or layered taxonomies to enhance visual presentation and clarity.
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