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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 addresses a relevant and timely topic by examining cloud-resilience risks using empirical datasets. It provides useful insights into technical, cybersecurity, and governance weaknesses that affect virtual enterprises. The multi-method analytical approach adds clarity to how different risks influence performance and continuity. Overall, the work contributes meaningfully to resilience and cloud-governance discussions.
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	The title is suitable and matches the 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 clear and well structured. It may benefit from one sentence clarifying the practical implications of the findings. Otherwise, it sufficiently summarizes objectives, methods, and key results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically sound. The methods, dataset sources, and analytical steps are described clearly and follow standard quantitative practices.
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	Yes, the references are adequate, recent, and relevant. No additional mandatory references are required.
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	The English is suitable for scholarly communication. Minor tightening could improve flow, but overall clarity is good.
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	The manuscript is well organized and the figures/tables support the narrative effectively. A brief limitations section could further strengthen the paper.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Yogesh Ramaswamy, Northeastern University, United States

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

