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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.

	The article touches upon several very important and relevant topics. Ethics as a human value is very important in the era of technological development. Cybersecurity is the cornerstone of rapidly developing information technologies. Artificial intelligence is a technology that is radically changing the world. Mental health is most vulnerable to threats in modern times.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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	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.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Issues:

1) (minor) Is user-centric design a solution to security problems?

2) (minor/major) The 1st formula in "Research Design" can be simplified. If Wq + Wqu = 1, then why write them in the denominator of the fraction? If Wq = 0.6 and Wqu = 0.4, then maybe it would be better to replace them with the constants 0.6 and 0.4?

3) (minor) The formulas should be described in more detail. For example, what does the constant 7 mean in the formula in the "Data Collection Methods" section? A more detailed description would make the text more readable.

4) (major)"Common Vulnerabilities and Exposures" is mentioned for the first time in "Results and Discussion". Something cannot be mentioned for the first time in the results section - it must have been described earlier.

The text (the part which formulas) is too condensed. Because of this, it is difficult to read for those who are not professionals in the considered field.
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