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Review Form 3

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.

The study addresses the dual implications of Al in Open Source Intelligence (OSINT), offering critical
insights into a rapidly evolving field pivotal to national and cybersecurity. The manuscript proposes a
framework for ethical and effective deployment of Al in OSINT, bridging the gap between innovation

and governance. Thus, serves as a guide for policymakers and organizations aiming to harness Al's

potential responsibly

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

The title of the article, "Al-Driven Open Source Intelligence in Cyber Defense: A Double-Edged
Sword for National Security," is suitable as it encapsulates the core focus of the manuscript.

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 of the article provides a solid overview of the study's focus.

However, to enhance its comprehensiveness and clarity, a few suggestions could be considered:

1. Explicit Objectives: Include a clear statement of the study’s primary goals, such as evaluating
the benefits, risks, and ethical implications of Al in OSINT.

2. Methodology Highlights: Briefly mention the key methods or frameworks employed in the
research to provide context for the findings.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

Based on the provided manuscript, the scientific foundation appears robust, with sound methodologies
and well-reasoned arguments.

Author should confirm that the datasets used are well-documented and represent a wide range of
scenarios for generalizability.

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

The references in the manuscript appear relevant to the subject matter,

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

1) Review for minor grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, or typos that may distract the reader.
Example :
Original: "Such systems provides a double-edged sword in national security applications."
Improved: "Such systems provide a double-edged sword for national security applications."

2) Consistency in Terminology: If the manuscript alternates between "Al-driven OSINT" and "Al-
based OSINT," choose one term (e.g., "Al-driven OSINT") and use it consistently throughout.

Optional/General comments

NA

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

IAuthor’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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