Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Engineering Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JERR_131144

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Infrastructure as Code for Disaster Recovery and Business Continuity in Cloud Environments

	Type of the Article
	Research paper


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 explores the role of Infrastructure as Code in enhancing disaster recovery and business continuity in cloud environments. Given the increasing reliance on cloud infrastructure, the topic is timely and relevant. The paper provides a solid theoretical foundation and highlights best practices for leveraging IaC in disaster recovery strategies. The manuscript would benefit from empirical validation through case studies or quantitative analysis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the content. Title could be slightly refined for clarity, like "Enhancing Disaster Recovery and Business Continuity in Cloud Environments through Infrastructure as Code" to emphasize the paper's focus.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the paper. But, it would be improved by including a brief mention of specific tools or methodologies analyzed in the study. This would provide clearer expectations for the reader.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents sound theoretical arguments and well-referenced literature.

The paper lacks empirical validation or real-world case studies. Including practical applications or production case studies would strengthen the argumentation and practical relevance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are extensive and mostly recent, covering relevant literature from 2020-2024.

Incorporating a few more industry case studies or applied research articles would add practical insights to the discussion.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and professional, but minor grammatical and stylistic improvements could enhance readability. A professional proofreading pass is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is well-structured and presents a strong theoretical foundation. It would benefit from the practical examples or case studies, from comparative analysis with traditional disaster recovery methods and from the quantitative metrics to support key claims about efficiency and resilience.
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