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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 is relevant because it provides a structured overview of how AI techniques can strengthen security across the Software Development Lifecycle. It consolidates recent developments in AI for code review, vulnerability detection, penetration testing, and real-time monitoring. The work is timely given the rise of DevSecOps and the growing reliance on intelligent automation in cybersecurity. It will be of interest to researchers, practitioners, and policy makers seeking to understand the integration of AI into secure software development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It clearly communicates the focus and scope.
	

	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 structured. It covers aims, methodology, results, and conclusion. A minor suggestion would be to briefly emphasize the challenges of AI integration (false positives, privacy issues) in the abstract to balance the discussion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The review approach is sound, the arguments are coherent, and the citations are appropriate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, covering relevant literature from 2020 to 2025. They include both conceptual reviews and applied studies. The list is sufficient.
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear, formal, and appropriate for scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is well organized and provides value as a conceptual review. Including a visual framework or diagram showing AI applications across the SDLC phases would improve readability and make the contribution clearer.
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