Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Computer Science 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRCOS_133270

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Using DevOps practices to enhance team productivity

	Type of the Article
	


	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 offers significant value to the scientific and professional software engineering communities by providing empirical evidence on the positive impact of DevOps practices in high-stakes environments.

By analyzing the MONTE system at NASA's Jet Propulsion Laboratory, the study bridges a critical gap between theory and practice in DevOps implementation, particularly in mission-critical settings.

This work will be instrumental for researchers, engineers, and decision-makers seeking to adopt data-driven approaches for improving software lifecycle results.
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