Dear Editors-in-Chief,
We sincerely appreciate the reviewers' time and effort in evaluating our manuscript, “Artificial Intelligence and Internet of Things: A Neuro-Symbolic Approach for Automated Platform Configuration,” and for their insightful feedback. We have carefully considered their comments and made substantial revisions to improve our contribution's clarity, depth, and overall quality.
To address Reviewer 1’s concerns regarding the integration of neuro-symbolic AI and conceptual modeling, we expanded Section 4.1 to explicitly detail the hybrid approach of our NeSy-Transformer, which combines the sentence transformer model (paraphrase-MiniLM-L6-v2) with platform-specific Knowledge Graphs. We also clarified the role of LLMs in enabling semantic alignment between unstructured device data and structured Knowledge Graph concepts. Furthermore, we enriched Section 4.3.3 with a detailed description of the IoT2Model case study, including an illustrative example of rule creation and deployment. To justify our choice of ADOxx, we elaborated in Section 2.3 on its open nature, support for agile domain-specific modeling, and extensive reusable components, which facilitate rapid prototyping.
Reviewer 2’s request for a clearer discussion of limitations led us to expand Section 5, where we explicitly acknowledge assumptions and challenges such as dependency on pre-existing Knowledge Graphs, scalability issues in heterogeneous environments, and the need for domain expertise in graph maintenance. Additionally, we decided to remove all mentions of Digital Twins (also recommended by Reviewer 3), as they were not central to our contribution. In response to concerns regarding device deletion and historical data handling, we clarified in Section 4.1 that inactive devices are removed to maintain synchronization while historical data is cleared to avoid platform clutter. We also confirmed the open-source availability of IoT2Model in Section 4.3. We also included the existing works of X-IoT in the related works and explicitly contrasted our focus on scenario modeling. To reinforce the originality of our work, we emphasized in the Introduction that IoT2Model emerged as a novel extension following iterative development cycles, and we clarified that R6 (formerly R6+) was introduced to support the for scenario-based modeling of user-defined rules.
For Reviewer 3, we reworked Sections 3.1 and 3.2 to sharpen the focus on our research problem and removed redundant instances of the DSRM template. Additionally, we renamed Section 4 and clarified in Sections 4.1 and 5 the potential limitations of our transformer-based approach, particularly how inaccurate Knowledge Graphs could lead to suboptimal matching. To further highlight the scenario-specific application of our work, we enhanced Section 4.3 with additional context.
Finally, we made minor revisions, including correcting quotation marks, adjusting figures, and fixing typographical errors. We thank the reviewers and the editorial team for their constructive feedback, and we look forward to your assessment of our revised submission.
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Danial M. Amlashi (on behalf of all authors)
