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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.


	The manuscript provides a significant contribution to the cybersecurity community by systematically consolidating contemporary SIEM-based automation research in tandem with the MITRE ATT&CK framework, demonstrating evidence to support effective enhancement of threat detection. It is a referenceable document detailing technology advancements, operational metrics, and technical challenges to researchers and practitioners focused on optimizing security operations. The analysis, in detail, suggests emerging trends that include the convergence of machine learning and autonomous response, which could guide future research directions. Thus, this work helps build an understanding of proactive, behaviour-driven security strategies, which could then be developed into a paradigm for more resilient cyber defence systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article, "Advancing Cyber Threat Detection Through SIEM-Based Automation and MITRE ATT&CK Aligned Analytics: A Systematic Review," is apt since it completely reflects the specific and extensive nature of the manuscript. Furthermore, the title shows the themes that the study promoted, such as cyber threat detection, SIEM automation, and alignment with the MITRE ATT&CK framework. Therefore, this title would be very relevant and appealing to the respective target audience.
	

	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 quite comprehensive in accentuating the main points of the study. Here, although quantitating the results would have further emphasized clarity and impact—namely words such as the improved accuracy of detection percentages (up to 65%) and reduction in mean time to detect (up to 70%)—the problems or limitations of implementation may be discussed for a more balanced perspective. Consequently, it may be well-observed that an effort to inculcate the ideas from these improvements to the current SIEM-based automation with MITRE ATT&CK is seen.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript represents an extensive but well-thought-out synthesis of quantitative and qualitative evidence across multiple studies. Presenting its conclusions concerning SIEM automation linked with the MITRE ATT&CK framework, it references an exhaustive list of reliable sources, employs standardized methodologies such as PRISMA, and uses clear performance metrics as evidence of its scientific rigor. However, while this paper has many strengths, some potential drawbacks might need consideration in analyzing the overall finding-limitations such as publication bias, and various methodologies across the studies included.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are exhaustive, up to the year of 2024, with the latest in SIEM automation and MITRE ATT&CK integration culpabilities, thus further enhancing the findings of the review appreciably. The partial windows devised for the study were drafted by enforcing some latest works on adversarial machine learning and implementation of cloud-native SIEM solutions to mention separately.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. Clarity and technical correctness in representing complex cyber-security concepts are evident. While the style is formal and precise, it has a color of obviousness that is effective in transmitting the research findings, and perhaps the discussions even more directly. Although generally well-written, there are slight places where the sentence structure could be fine-tuned to enhance readability and flow. On the whole, the article fulfills exemplary linguistic standards typical in academic publications in this field.
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