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	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 makes a significant contribution to the growing field of cyber threat intelligence (CTI) and critical infrastructure protection by proposing a Big Data–Driven Cyber Threat Intelligence Framework (BD-CTIF). It integrates artificial intelligence, machine learning, and real-time analytics—technologies at the forefront of modern cybersecurity research. The study’s emphasis on real-time, AI-assisted, and federated learning mechanisms for critical infrastructure defense is especially valuable to policymakers, practitioners, and researchers in cybersecurity, data science, and national security. Overall, it provides a practical and scalable model that can inform both academic inquiry and government-industry collaboration.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Title looks good 
	

	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 provides a solid overview of the purpose, methods, and findings. It effectively summarizes the motivation and relevance of the proposed framework. However, it could be improved by:

· Condensing repetitive sentences (e.g., repeated phrases about AI, ML, and anomaly detection).

· Adding a clearer statement of quantitative results (e.g., specify accuracy percentage or latency measures from tests).

· Ending with a stronger conclusion that highlights the novelty or real-world applicability of the framework, such as its potential integration with CISA or DHS cyber defense initiatives.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-grounded in current research trends. It presents a conceptually valid framework that combines big data analytics, AI, and CTI in a way consistent with the literature. While largely theoretical, it would benefit from more details on implementation testing (e.g., datasets, performance metrics, or comparative baselines). Including a case study or simulation results would further strengthen the empirical grounding.
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Moustafa, N., & Slay, J. (2023). “A comprehensive cybersecurity framework for critical infrastructure protection using AI and big data analytics.” IEEE Access.
 Symantec or CISA annual cyber threat reports for 2024 (to add more empirical grounding to the cyber-attack statistics).
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	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a highly relevant and timely topic with a strong theoretical framework and sound scientific grounding. It requires minor improvements in clarity, conciseness (especially in the abstract and introduction), and inclusion of more empirical validation or case study examples. Once these refinements are made, the paper will be suitable for publication in a scholarly journal focused on cybersecurity or data analytics
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