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	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 article draws attention to an increasing risk of supply chain attacks and their impact to national security and economic equilibrium which makes it a noteworthy read. It provides a detailed explanation on how the logistics network’s and IT infrastructure’s gaps can be targeted by those willing to cause harm for the purpose of destabilizing, stealing information, or monetarily profiting. Combining some concepts with practical cases makes the article helpful not only for business and policy leaders, but also for cybersecurity experts aimed at crafting sound policies to reduce such risks. Its focus is timely as it indicates the importance of strengthening the supply chain in today's global and digital environment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The tittle of the article is well thought-out and covers the basic idea of the whole manuscript properly. As per my reading of the manuscript I found this tittle perfectly suitable.
	

	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 generally clear and follows the basic structure and consists of all the major points. However, I found some sentences awkwardly phrased and some of them lacks grammatical clarity. Lastly, if you could also provide proper timeframe and scope o0of literature in the methodology segment it can enhance the whole article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Through-out the whole manuscript I wasn’t able find anything remotely related to scientific proof. There were case studies and ways to solving them, however no proof of it being scientifically proven.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In my opinion the references are plentiful in describing the whole basis of the manuscript and the references are recent, so it speaks volumes about the research of the author. Specially the last reference from the us government is strengthening the manuscript in its entirety.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the article mostly follows a formal tone other then few sentences. Still, in my opinion it is suitable for scholarly communication. 
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