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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 work is important because it focuses on how AI can make cybersecurity certification more efficient and trustworthy. Many organizations still struggle with long and manual certification processes, and this paper offers a real solution that combines automation with transparency and accountability. It will be useful to researchers, policymakers, and companies working to improve their cybersecurity and compliance systems.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title fits the paper very well. It clearly describes what the study is about and captures the main focus on AI, cybersecurity certification, and digital governance.

	

	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.
If I were to add anything, it would be a short line about the ethical impact or policy relevance to make it even stronger 
	Yes, the abstract is well-written and summarizes the study effectively. It gives a good overview of the problem, the data used, the methods applied, and the key results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically sound and technically robust. The data sources, methods, and statistical analyses are appropriate and clearly explained. The model’s accuracy and results are presented with precision and transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are extensive, current, and relevant. Most of the cited works are from 2023–2025 and cover both theoretical and practical aspects of AI in cybersecurity, governance, and compliance.
Minor suggestion: Consider adding one or two references related to practical implementation of AI in certification audits.
	

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

	Yes, the English is clear, professional, and easy to follow. The manuscript is well-written and suitable for publication in a scholarly journal.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is a strong contribution to cybersecurity research. Figures and tables are clear, and the quantitative analysis is compelling. The ethical discussion enhances the work’s credibility. The paper could be further enriched in future studies by applying the proposed model to specific industries such as finance or healthcare to test its scalability.

	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

I didn’t find any ethical concerns in this paper. The authors seem to have followed proper research standards, and there’s nothing that suggests any kind of misconduct or unethical practice.
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