Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Computer Science 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRCOS_141221

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	AI-Driven Therapeutic Molecule Design for Rare Genetic Diseases with Integrated Cloud Cybersecurity Framework for Healthcare Data Protection

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments
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	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 paper answers an extremely timely and urgent interdisciplinary question at the intersection of artificial intelligence, precision medicine, rare genetic disease, and cloud-based cybersecurity. By integrating therapeutic molecule design with robust cybersecurity architecture, the work extends the two important domains: healthcare innovations through AI and data security. The systematic review highlights both the technology required and ethics concerned for ready use, and thus it is a convenient reference for scientists, practitioners, and policymakers alike.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. In fact, the title is suitable and reflects the primary themes of the manuscript better.
	

	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 clearly explained and encapsulates the background, aims, methods, results, and conclusions perfectly. Still, the claim of "230,000 journals" in 2025 is unrealistic and should be confirmed to hold true. Maybe modifying that statistic or identifying whether it is a culmination of other sources of publication would be preferred.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The paper is methodologically rigorous and scientifically robust. It follows the PRISMA systematic review guidelines, is inclusive of tables and figures, and critically examines strengths and weaknesses of AI and cybersecurity in genetic diagnostics. That being said, it would be enhanced by more detailed description of how the AI models were tested (i.e., metrics used) and more discrimination between primary vs. secondary literature in some analyses.

	

	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, with the majority between 2018–2025, and include good sources such as Nature Reviews Genetics, Lancet Digital Health, and IEEE. Few of the older foundation AI references would bring more technical depth, especially regarding adversarial training and deep learning in biomedical applications.

	

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


	Yes, the language is largely clear and scholarly. Some minor grammar adjustments would make some areas more fluent. For example, the sentence "total publication of over 230000 journals" requires adjustment for realism and style. In addition, consistency in citation style should be maintained.
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