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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 manuscript addresses a highly relevant and timely topic. With 6G and IoT ecosystems expected to transform industries, understanding the cybersecurity risks and privacy challenges is essential for both research and practice. The paper systematically reviews recent literature, identifies critical vulnerabilities, and proposes emerging mitigation strategies. Its contribution is valuable as it connects technical, regulatory, and dimensions, offering a consolidated foundation for further work.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It is clear, descriptive, and reflects the scope of the study.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. It outlines background, objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. One suggestion is to add explicit mention of the number of studies reviewed (50) earlier in the abstract for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology follows PRISMA, inclusion/exclusion criteria are appropriate, and data extraction is clear. Results are systematically presented in tables and figures. The discussion is well-grounded in current scholarship.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate, recent, and relevant, with most from 2023–2025. A few classic sources from earlier years are appropriately included. I suggest including more standardization updates (e.g., latest ETSI or 3GPP releases, 2025).
	

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


	The language is clear, scholarly, and appropriate for publication. Minor stylistic edits may improve flow, but overall quality is strong.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is thorough, but it could benefit from:

1. A more detailed limitations section, highlighting gaps in existing research and the limitations of systematic reviews in fast-moving fields.

2. Practical policy implications could be expanded with specific guidance for regulators in the EU, US, and Asia.

3. Figures 2 and 3 are helpful but could use sharper captions explaining how they advance the discussion.
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