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	Author’s Feedback (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 crucial for the scientific community as it bridges the gap between theoretical IT governance and practical cyber-resilience, which is increasingly vital in today's threat landscape. It highlights how frameworks like COBIT and ITIL can be integrated to not just mitigate risks but also enable organizations to recover and adapt post-incident, offering actionable insights for security professionals and executives. By synthesizing recent literature and case studies, it contributes to ongoing discussions on elevating cybersecurity from a technical silo to a strategic boardroom priority, which could influence policy and practice in high-risk sectors like critical infrastructure.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the manuscript's scope and focus. It clearly identifies the specific frameworks (COBIT and ITIL) and the target outcome (organizational cyber-resilience), making it easily discoverable for researchers and practitioners interested in governance-based cybersecurity approaches. No alternative title is suggested.
	

	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 mostly comprehensive, covering key elements like the frameworks' strengths, integration benefits, and implications for resilience. I suggest adding a brief mention of specific challenges (e.g., implementation barriers like leadership resistance) to balance the positive outlook and give a fuller picture. No deletions needed, but tightening the language on case studies could improve flow without exceeding word limits.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound with appropriate methodology for the research objectives. The narrative review approach is well-justified and executed, drawing from peer-reviewed sources published primarily between 2018-2023. The synthesis of literature is thorough, and the conclusions are well-supported by the reviewed evidence. The authors appropriately identify the complementary strengths of COBIT (strategic alignment, control objectives) and ITIL (service management, operational resilience) without overstating their claims. The discussion acknowledges limitations and identifies areas for future research. Minor issues include some overgeneralizations in the discussion of adaptive risk management (e.g., not fully addressing sector-specific variations), but these don't undermine the core arguments.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent (2018-2025), covering a good mix of empirical studies, reviews, and frameworks. The sources include a good mix of peer-reviewed journal articles, conference proceedings, and quality dissertations. The references appropriately support the claims throughout the manuscript. To strengthen the work, consider including additional empirical studies on ITIL implementation outcomes and recent work on cyber-resilience measurement frameworks.
	

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


	Yes, the language is suitable for scholarly work – clear, professional, and well-structured. The writing is coherent, and free from significant grammatical errors. Technical terminology is used appropriately and consistently. The paper maintains proper academic tone while remaining accessible to the intended audience There are a few minor grammatical inconsistencies (e.g., inconsistent use of hyphens in terms like "cyber-resilience"), but nothing that hinders understanding.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a solid piece that could benefit from more explicit recommendations for practitioners, such as a simple hybrid implementation model in the conclusion. The methods section is thorough, but expanding on search criteria (e.g., exact Boolean terms used) would enhance reproducibility. As a security researcher, I appreciate the emphasis on real-world applicability but watch for potential bias toward COBIT over ITIL in some analyses. Consider adding a section on metrics or indicators for measuring the effectiveness of the integrated governance approach.
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