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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 addresses a critically important and timely topic as IoT security concerns escalate with the proliferation of connected devices. The systematic review covering 2020-2025 provides researchers and practitioners with an updated synthesis of current challenges and solutions across multiple security dimensions. The comprehensive multi-layered analysis integrating authentication, encryption, intrusion detection, blockchain, and federated learning fills a significant gap in existing literature that often focuses on isolated aspects. This work serves as a valuable roadmap for future research directions in IoT security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content. No alternative title is necessary as "A Survey on Internet of Things Security: Requirements, Challenges and Solutions" clearly indicates the review nature and scope of the paper.
	

	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 generally comprehensive but requires revision. The claim that "It's one of the most cited survey papers in IoT security" is unsubstantiated and should be removed. The abstract would benefit from explicitly mentioning the number of papers reviewed and clarifying the systematic methodology used. Could be strengthened by quantifying the specific gaps addressed rather than making comparative claims.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its coverage of IoT security concepts, threats, and mitigation strategies. The systematic literature review methodology is appropriate, and the classification of security dimensions across device, network, application, and data layers is well-structured. However, some sections contain repetitive content (particularly in the Introduction and Research Gap sections) that should be consolidated for clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient in number (52 citations) and appropriately recent (2020-2025), covering major publishers (IEEE, ACM, Elsevier, Springer) as stated in the methodology. The citation distribution across the review period is balanced. No additional references are required, though the authors should verify that all cited works are properly represented in the bibliography.
	

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


	The manuscript requires substantial language editing. Numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and unclear constructions affect readability throughout. Examples include: "there have emerged some technologies which connect" (should be "technologies have emerged"), "the focus of the survey has been on investigating" (grammatically incorrect), and "the securitization of IoT devices" (awkward terminology). Professional editing is strongly recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript structure would benefit from consolidating redundant sections. The Introduction and Research Gap sections overlap significantly and could be merged. Some figures lack clear captions and proper referencing in the text. The manuscript would be strengthened by including a summary table comparing the key characteristics of different security approaches discussed. The authors should also address the scalability challenges of proposed solutions more quantitatively.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues identified. The manuscript is a literature review and does not involve human subjects, data, or animal research.
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