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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 presents a current and thorough systematic review of IoT security research from 2020 to 2025. It responds to an essential requirement by combining recent progress in AI, blockchain, federated learning, and lightweight cryptography into a cohesive, multi-layered security architecture. The paper's robustness is found in its organized examination of industry-specific issues (e.g., healthcare, IIoT) and its recognition of ongoing research deficiencies, including scalability, practical validation, and alignment with privacy regulations. This study acts as a crucial strategic resource for researchers and professionals looking to create secure, scalable, and intelligent IoT environments

	

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

	Yes, the title "Internet of Things Security: Requirements, Challenges and Mitigation Strategies" is suitable, accurate, and clearly reflects the manuscript's comprehensive scope.
	

	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 slightly refined for impact.

· Suggestion for Addition: Explicitly mention the review's value proposition stated in the introduction e.g., its integration of multiple dimensions (authentication, encryption, intrusion detection, blockchain, FL) within a unified framework and its focus on domain-specific requirements. This would better differentiate it from other surveys upfront.

· Suggestion for Deletion/Clarity: The "Novelty" and "Significance" paragraphs in the box are slightly repetitive and promotional (e.g., "It's one of the most cited survey papers"). It is more scholarly to state the contribution objectively. I suggest merging these points concisely. For example: "This review's contribution lies in its integrated analysis of modern technologies under real-world IoT constraints, its domain-specific threat mapping, and its clear delineation of future research trajectories, including scalable lightweight frameworks and zero-trust model adoption."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes the manuscript is scientifically valid. It shows a comprehensive grasp of IoT security models, correctly references pertinent and up-to-date literature (2020-2025), and delivers a well-organized examination. The discussions concerning the constraints of current surveys and the recognized research deficiencies are logical and substantiated

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient and commendably recent (2020-2025), aligning with the manuscript's stated scope. The bibliography is extensive and drawn from reputable sources (IEEE, ACM, Elsevier, Springer). No additional references are suggested at this time.
	

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

	

Yes, the language is generally suitable for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments

	



	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)

No apparent ethical issues were identified. The authors have declared no competing interests and have included an AI disclaimer.
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