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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 research is a valuable and relevant addition to the evolving field of cloud resilience engineering. It discusses the weaknesses of existing cloud-based virtual enterprises, which suffer from structural deficiencies due to a comprehensive, multi-method quantitative approach based on well-documented enterprise datasets.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No modification is necessary; the title is compelling and accurate and reflective of the manuscript’s scope.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-organized and clearly outlines the study’s background, datasets, analytical techniques (EFA, MLR, BLR), and major findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research is strong and scientific, its methodology is flawless, and the authors used a variety of analytical models (EFA, MLR, and BLR). This feat is an indication of the depth in their methodology. In short, this research has an analytical design and work that gives it a high level of academic and scientific accuracy.
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	I believe the references are comprehensive and thorough, and I found them to include up-to-date and reliable sources for the period 2022-2025, such as ISO, NIST, and ENISA.
	

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


	The language is precise and coherent, with particular emphasis on the accuracy of certain scientific terms. The authors could perhaps remove some stylistic repetitions in the discussion section, but overall, the research is written in a format ideal for international scientific publication.
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