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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.


	The topic of this manuscript is a timely and significant research area, with the focus on exploring blockchain and artificial intelligence integration as a means of protecting an Internet of Things (IoT) ecosystem in smart cities and infrastructure. The research identifies a topical cybersecurity issue of contemporary digital societies as the prevalence of cyber threats to energy systems, healthcare networks, and transportation environments has been growing alongside the deployment of IoT-enabled infrastructures. The manuscript synthesizes the literature on the topic, employing a systematic review, and offers a unified picture of architectural tendencies, consensus schemes, and AI-powered threat-detection technologies deployed within the framework of blockchain-based IoT security solutions. The researchers and practitioners will find the work useful because it presents a list of the existing technological constraints, problems with scaling and governance, and gaps that require further research. This will help develop more robust and decentralized cybersecurity designs in large-scale IoT settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested alternative title:
Blockchain-Enabled Artificial Intelligence for Securing IoT Networks in Smart Cities and Critical Infrastructure: A Systematic Review
	

	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.


	In the abstract, the author offers a clear description of the research problem, objectives, methodology, and main findings associated with the process of integration of blockchain and artificial intelligence to improve the IoT cybersecurity in smart cities and critical infrastructure. It is a clear description of applying PRISMA-based systematic review methodology and the importance of such considerations as scalability, latency, interoperability, and regulatory issues. Nevertheless, it is possible to enhance the abstract by stating the number of studies that were part of the overall review to boost methodological transparency. Besides that, the keywords are not to be represented as a part of the abstract, and the phrase Network Safety Advancing Cybersecurity Keyword should be reworded to be more concise. The shortening of sentences can also be minor to enhance readability and decrease repetition without the loss of the main contributions of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically topical as it illustrates the review of integrating blockchain and artificial intelligence to improve cybersecurity in Internet of Things (IoT) settings. The general ideas and technological representations in the paper are mostly compliant with the current literature on IoT security, decentralized systems, and AI-based threat detection. Nevertheless, the scientific rigor should be enhanced by clarifying certain points, especially in the methodology and reporting of the systematic review process. To make the study more transparent and reproducible, the authors need to be more explicit about the way the studies have been selected, how data were extracted, and how the reported performance metrics have been validated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The provided reference list is usually pertinent to the subject, but adding more recent research (2023-2025) on blockchain-AI integration and federated learning methods of IoT cybersecurity could be useful to the manuscript. The literature coverage might be enhanced by adding more recent research on blockchain-enabled federated learning, decentralized trust management, and AI-based intrusion detection, which might enhance the timeliness of the review. Moreover, some references in the list seem to be duplicated (e.g., references 1-2, 4-5, 6-7, 8-9, 11-12, 13-14, 15-16, and 18-19), which need to be corrected to ensure the accuracy and consistency of the bibliography. The authors can address the issue by including recent surveys and research about blockchain-based federated learning and decentralized AI security systems in IoT settings to have a more comprehensive view of the recent advancements. Recent studies have emphasized the increased use of blockchain-based federated learning in the context of secure and privacy-aware IoT systems and a decentralized trust management architecture.

The following are some of the references that can be used:
1. Ning, W., Zhu, Y., Song, C., Li, H., Zhu, L., Xie, J., Chen, T., Xu, T., Xu, X., & Gao, J. (2024). Blockchain-Based Federated Learning: A survey and new perspectives. Applied Sciences, 14(20), 9459. https://doi.org/10.3390/app14209459.
2. D’Aniello, G., & Fotia, L. (2025). Blockchain and AI-based methods for trust management in IoT: A comprehensive survey. Internet of Things, 34, 101755. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iot.2025.101755.

	

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


	The language of the manuscript in general is readable and conveys the overall concepts of the study, but the quality of English also needs to be improved to achieve the maximum of the expectations of academic writing. Some sentences are too long, have a grammatical structure that is inconsistent, or address clumsy phrases that might decrease clear visibility and readability. Moreover, repetition, structure of sentences, and transition of sections occasionally cause problems. The manuscript is advised to be carefully edited in terms of language or professionally proofread to enhance the grammatical correctness, clarity, and general readability to be published in the academic field.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	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? 
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