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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 presents a relevant and timely comparison of CI/CD pipeline implementations in cloud-native and VM-based environments. It addresses a clear research gap by combining architectural, performance, cost, and security perspectives. The inclusion of a decision-making algorithm adds practical significance for both researchers and DevOps practitioners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the study’s content.
	

	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 detailed and effectively summarizes the objectives, methodology, and conclusions. It may be slightly condensed to avoid repetition about DevOps benefits, but overall it captures the essence of the work well.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, well-structured, and demonstrates a solid understanding of DevOps principles. The framework and models used are appropriate, and findings are consistent with current industry research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are current, relevant, and sufficiently broad, covering both foundational and recent sources. No major additions are required.
	

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


	The manuscript uses clear and professional academic English. Minor editorial tightening could improve flow, but it meets scholarly standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A comprehensive and well-organized paper that effectively bridges theory and practice. The topic is significant, and the presentation is coherent and insightful.
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No ethical concerns identified.
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