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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 advances the scientific understanding of safe AI integration by demonstrating how secure-by-containment architectures reduce systemic risk in OT/ICS environments while aligning with technical standards. It provides both theoretical and practical insights, offering a foundation for future research and safer deployment of agentic AI in cyber-physical systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear, descriptive, and highlights the main concepts but for readability, I suggest hyphenation is reduced or omitted. 
Suggestion: Secure Containment Architectures for Agentic AI in OT/ICS Environments
	

	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 but could be strengthened by explicitly highlighting the study’s theoretical contribution. Additionally, clarify or define acronyms on first mention to improve readability for a broader technical audience.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It demonstrates rigorous methodology, accurate use of quantitative metrics, and logically interprets results in alignment with established OT/ICS standards and AI governance principles.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and highly recent.
	

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


	The language quality is generally strong and appropriate for scholarly communication, with clear technical vocabulary and consistent academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well written and informative. Just a few things to deal with;
1. Clarify sampling rationale: Why these datasets? How representative are they of real-world ICS?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No major ethical issues are evident, as the study relies on simulated ICS environments and architectural modeling rather than human subjects or sensitive personal data. However, the manuscript should explicitly state that no human participants were involved and clarify data sources to ensure transparency and compliance with research ethics standards.
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