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	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 offers a critical and empirically grounded contribution to the growing body of research on cybersecurity compliance, particularly its cost-benefit dynamics across vital sectors like finance, energy and military intelligence. 
By applying rigorous statistical methods, it delivers sector-specific insights that inform both policy formulation and organizational strategy.
The research findings not only quantify the tangible returns on compliance investment but also highlight key enablers and barriers to implementation, such as workforce capacity and budget constraints.
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	The abstract is comprehensive, well – structured and informative. However, the authors should keep only high-impact statistics and others like beta coefficient should be removed. Also, it lacks flow and transitions in the sense that the shift between methods, findings and recommendation is abrupt. Therefore, improve transition to make the abstract read smoothly.
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	The manuscript is scientifically valid and well – grounded with clear methods, credible data, and logical analysis. However, the flow and transitions between paragraphs should be modified.
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	The references in the manuscript are sufficient, recent and well-integrated.
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	Yes, the language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication but there is need for minor improvements in clarity, conciseness, and flow. Also, some sentences are overly long and could be split or tightened for clarity.
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	The research design is methodologically sound, with appropriate use of statistical tools and high-quality data source. The language is scholarly clear but some refinement in sentence structure and consistency could improve readability. 
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