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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 addresses a significant and practical challenge faced by Small and Medium Enterprises (SMEs), particularly in developing regions, by bridging the gap between theoretical cloud adoption frameworks and practical implementation. The development and initial validation of the Cloud Implementation Assessment System (CIAS) provides a tangible tool that can empower SMEs to assess their readiness and make informed decisions about cloud migration.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and descriptive. However, there is a typo: "IMLEMENTATION" should be corrected to "IMPLEMENTATION".
	

	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.


	Abstract is fine. Just include two sentences about:
1. Briefly mention the methodology used for validation.
2. Include a sentence on the primary outcome of the validation.
This will make the abstract more impactful and informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its approach, employing the Design Science Research Methodology (DSRM) appropriately for developing an IT artifact. 
	

	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 include a mix of foundational and recent work.
	

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


	The language is clear and understandable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The figures (screenshots and diagrams) are helpful but their quality and presentation can be improved. Ensure all figures are high-resolution and clearly legible. Figure captions should be consistent (e.g., "Figure 10 Logged in User Dashboard" should be "Figure 10: Logged in User Dashboard").
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