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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 provides a clear, data-driven comparison of cloud-native and VM-based CI/CD environments, helping researchers and engineers understand modern DevOps strategies. Its use of DORA metrics and TCO modeling strengthens decision-making for scalable and cost-efficient pipeline adoption. It contributes valuable guidance for organizations transitioning toward automated, high-performance software delivery systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the focus on comparing CI/CD pipeline implementations across cloud-native and VM environments.
If you want a slightly sharper alternative, consider:

"Comparative Evaluation of Cloud-Native and VM-Based CI/CD Pipelines for Automated DevOps Deployments"

	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and clearly outlines the scope, methodology, and key findings. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the practical implications or example use-cases to show real-world relevance. Adding one sentence about how the framework can guide enterprise DevOps adoption would make it even stronger.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and aligns with established DevOps, cloud computing, and CI/CD principles. It uses recognized industry frameworks like DORA metrics and TCO models, ensuring accuracy and relevance. Only minor refinements to clarity and examples may enhance its presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and include many recent and reputable sources. You may consider adding one or two more citations focused on GitOps practices and AI-driven DevOps automation, which are emerging trends aligned with the topic. Adding a 2023–2025 reference on Kubernetes-native CI/CD frameworks (e.g., ArgoCD/Jenkins X) would further strengthen the literature base.
	

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


	Yes, the language is suitable for scholarly communication and generally well-structured. Minor edits for conciseness and reducing repetition in a few sections would further improve readability, but overall, the writing quality meets academic standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No, there are no ethical issues identified in this manuscript. It focuses on technical analysis and does not involve human subjects, personal data, or sensitive content.
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