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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 examines the UK’s policy on using AI responsibly in cybersecurity. It applies a socio-technical governance approach, linking key AI principles—safety, transparency, accountability, fairness, and human oversight—to the cybersecurity cycle of identifying, protecting, detecting, responding, and recovering.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 should be shortened to 250–300 words, with a sharper focus on the main findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct:

Introduction (Section 1):

Conclude the introduction with a clearer statement of the research gap and study objectives.

Methodology:

Ensure the PRISMA flowchart is properly formatted in the text. Provide more detail on the thematic coding or synthesis process used after document selection.

Discussion and Findings:

Avoid repetitive arguments and strengthen the analysis by highlighting critical insights—for example, why policy fragmentation poses unique risks in cybersecurity compared to other AI applications.

Comparative Analysis (UK–EU–US–Nigeria):

Strengthen the link between the Nigeria/Global South discussion and the UK findings by emphasizing what lessons Nigeria can adopt or avoid based on the UK’s experience.
Conclusion:

Include a brief subsection on study limitations (e.g., reliance on secondary sources, limited timeframe of 2015–2025) and outline directions for future research (e.g., empirical case studies of UK AI-cyber deployments).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Standardize the formatting, address inconsistencies in capitalization and publisher details, and ensure online sources include access dates consistently.
	

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


	The manuscript would benefit from language refinement. Several sentences are complex or grammatically incorrect and should be revised for clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper demonstrates strong potential but needs revisions to improve structure, conciseness, critical depth, and reference consistency before it is ready for publication.
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