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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 addresses a highly relevant and timely topic at the intersection of artificial intelligence (AI) and cybersecurity regulation. By employing a robust literature review methodology and offering a conceptual framework (AI-CRIM), it provides valuable insight into both current regulatory landscapes and future challenges. The discussion regarding comparative international approaches (EU, US, China, OECD) and integration of ethical and legal principles into operational practice is of significant importance for researchers, policy-makers, and practitioners. The manuscript’s thorough analysis and actionable recommendations will meaningfully contribute to ongoing debates and scholarly understanding in the rapidly evolving fields of AI governance and cybersecurity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the scope and content of the manuscript.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the manuscript’s objectives, methodology, findings, and principal contribution (the AI-Cybersecurity Regulatory Integration Model). For further improvement, the abstract could briefly note the specific international frameworks analyzed and explicitly mention practical recommendations offered.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and exhibits a comprehensive review of relevant literature, frameworks, and recent regulatory developments. The analysis is supported by current references and presents arguments logically. The conceptual framework (AI-CRIM) is well-founded and aligns with the presented data and regulatory contexts. The case examples add practical relevance, and the discussion is balanced.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are extensive, span a wide breadth of international regulations, recent academic publications, and policy documents mostly from the past 5 years. References are well-integrated into the narrative. Minor suggestion: where possible, additional references on emerging challenges of generative AI in cybersecurity (post-2023) may further strengthen the paper.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear, scholarly English, suitable for publication. A few long sentences could be shortened for greater readability, but the overall quality is high.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript is well-structured, logically progressing from introduction to methodology, results, discussion, and recommendations.

· The inclusion of comparative regulatory analysis across global frameworks is a strong point.

· The conceptual AI-CRIM framework and policy recommendations enhance the article’s practical utility.

· Consider including a brief limitations section, clarifying scope and possible avenues for future empirical validation of the proposed model.
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