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	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 is significant to the scientific community as it addresses the critical and timely issue of cybersecurity and privacy regulations in the digital age. By providing a thorough legal analysis of various systems and laws, it enables researchers, policymakers, and corporation players to be equipped with comprehensive understanding about how to protect data while abiding by regulators' requirements.

Real-world cases and the implications for regulation provide an invaluable resource for practical guidance in mitigating cyber threats today.


In addition, the manuscript stresses the interdependence of cybersecurity and privacy, which fosters a deeper understanding as to how both domains must adapt in order to protect personal data and digital assets today amidst a network world that is growing ever more complicated. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article, "An Evaluation of Cybersecurity Frameworks and Privacy Regulations for Companies in the Digital Age: A Legal Approach," is suitable as it clearly conveys the main focus of the research
	

	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 article's abstract is an extensive work. It deftly captures the major lines of research reviewed in this study: the relationship between data protection and network security; compliance with regulations, which companies should observe; that companies are just taking responsibility for themselves these days. But there are a few spots that maybe call for changes are:

1. Clear the Objective: The abstract notes that the aim of the research is to provide companies with an insight into regulations. However, it would be valuable if a specific statement were included near what kinds of outputs or findings researchers hope to achieve by their investigations. For instance, more explicitly saying that this article gives real-world guidance on remaining compliant, could increase its clarity even further.

2. Put Key Findings in Focus: The more detail the abstract goes into key findings or results derived from reviewing materials, the better off it will be. These points to summarize the importance of compliance, potential penalties for noncompliance, or instructive actual instances showing what happens when a business fails on network security.

3. Pull Out Implications: The abstract might also specify the significance of the research now that cybercrime, data protection issues and the like are on everyone's lips. By doing so, it will stress both relevance in conjunction with current trends of threats coming from cyberspace as well as timeliness and importance now that our digital landscape evolves.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It appears to be scientifically sound in its approach to evaluating cybersecurity frameworks and privacy regulations
	

	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 to include a mix of historical and recent sources, which is essential for establishing a comprehensive understanding of the topic
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article appear to be generally suitable for scholarly communication. Here are some observations regarding its language quality: 1- Structure and Organization 
Suggestion for Improvement - Avoiding Jargon
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and relevant
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