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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 valuable insights into the key relationship between digital transformation and information security, an increasingly important issue in today’s fast-paced tech landscape, where cybersecurity researchers and practitioners are grappling with the evolving digital threats of our time.  It presents a solid framework for assessing cybersecurity maturity in organizations undergoing digital change, offering practical guidance for IT professionals and policymakers. A notable aspect of the study is its analysis of the gap between recognized cyber threats and actual organizational preparedness. Many companies are unprepared for the risks they fear most, such as attacks on cloud systems and IoT vulnerabilities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable because it accurately reflects the focus of the article on assessing information security practices amid the ongoing changes brought about by digital transformation.

Suggested title: Evaluating Information Security Maturity and Organizational Resilience in the Age of Digital Transformation
	

	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 does a nice job in explaining the significance of digital transformation and its associated security challenges. It also clearly stated the central issue of the disconnect between perceived threats and organizational readiness. It successfully positions the research within existing scholarly discourse and targets its audience of information security professionals, IT managers, and government officials, using appropriately academic language to define the scope, which encompasses both technical and organizational dimensions of cybersecurity maturity.
The abstract could be strengthened by highlighting the essential components that would improve its comprehensiveness. It also did not provide any details about the research methodology, leaving readers unclear about the analysis process. Also, there are no specific insights or key findings shared. The abstract sounds more like an introduction rather than a summary of completed research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the paper is scientifically sound and it offers a good, structured analysis, uses the right methods, and reports reliable and valid results based on relevant data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are adequate references cited in the manuscript, and the references are recent and relevant to the content. References are from 2021 to 2025, and the references are recent and relevant.
	

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


	The article uses good language and English for a scholarly article, and the English is easily understandable. It is formal and uses correct words for a school article, because it maintains a professional tone throughout. There are a few grammatical errors and odd sentences, thus there are also some areas where the article repeats itself. These can be tweaked a little bit to make the article easier to read, so the overall quality of the article can be improved. Example is where the author added hyphen in between two words like cybersecurity‐process, digital‐security.
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