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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.


	Advances in AI indicate that it is not only used for good intentions. In the hands of attackers, it can become a tool capable of causing significant damage to cyber structures, as it directly targets software. AI systems can adapt to defense measures and learn from experience, making them more difficult to detect and counter than traditional security methods. Attackers can also use AI to disguise attacks and create new methods to bypass security measures. The ability of AI to analyze large amounts of data highlights the need for in-depth research and development of new cybersecurity methods specifically designed to combat AI-based attacks. From this perspective, the objectives of this article are highly relevant.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is.
	

	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 written in a correct style
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this is a scientific article.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are correct and comprehensive. They also include studies for 2025.
	

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


	The reviewer is not a native speaker, but in his opinion the article is written in good language and is quite readable. However, let the authors carefully read the article again for correctness in accordance with the article sample. For example, sections 4-8 are titled 4.0 - 8.0. Is it supposed to be like that?.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I think that the article will be useful for the scientific community and is recommended for publication. Good luck to the authors.
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