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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The manuscript addresses an important and emerging research area by examining the integration of blockchain and artificial intelligence for improving the cybersecurity of Internet of Things (IoT) systems in smart cities and critical infrastructure. By synthesizing recent literature and analyzing architectural approaches, the study provides useful insights into current technological trends, challenges, and research gaps in this domain. The work contributes to the scientific community by highlighting the potential of combined blockchain–AI frameworks to enhance decentralized security and intelligent threat detection in large-scale IoT environments. Such analysis may support future research and practical development of resilient cybersecurity solutions for smart infrastructure systems.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable as it reflects the key themes of the manuscript, including blockchain, artificial intelligence, IoT network security, and smart infrastructure. However, it could be shortened for clarity and readability. A possible alternative title is: “Blockchain–Artificial Intelligence Integration for Securing IoT Networks in Smart Cities and Critical Infrastructure.”
	

	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 and clearly summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, it could be improved by slightly reducing background information and emphasizing the main contributions and practical implications of the review. The authors may also consider briefly highlighting the key research gaps and future research directions to strengthen the impact of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and based on a systematic review methodology supported by relevant literature. The arguments and analysis are logically structured and aligned with current research in blockchain, artificial intelligence, and IoT cybersecurity. Minor improvements in clarity and methodological explanation could further strengthen the scientific rigor.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include relevant studies related to blockchain, artificial intelligence, and IoT cybersecurity. Most of the cited works are recent and appropriate for the scope of the study. However, the authors may consider including a few more recent studies to further strengthen the literature coverage and ensure the most up-to-date developments in this rapidly evolving field are reflected.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally understandable; however, some grammatical and sentence structure issues are present. Minor editing and proofreading are recommended to improve clarity, consistency, and overall scholarly presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a relevant and emerging topic in the area of IoT cybersecurity by exploring the integration of blockchain and artificial intelligence. The study provides a useful synthesis of existing literature and highlights important research gaps. However, minor improvements in language clarity, structural organization, and conciseness would further enhance the overall quality and readability of the manuscript.
The manuscript addresses an important topic and provides a useful literature synthesis; however, improvements in language clarity, structural conciseness, and methodological explanation are required before it can be considered for acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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