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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 is important because it clearly explains how modern SIEM systems can be improved using automation and the MITRE ATT&CK framework. It helps researchers and practitioners understand how behavior-based threat detection is more effective than traditional signature-based methods. The review also summarizes recent studies and shows measurable improvements in detection accuracy and response time. Overall, it provides useful guidance for future research and real-world cybersecurity implementations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the scope and focus of the manuscript. It accurately describes the use of SIEM automation and MITRE ATT&CK–aligned analytics in cyber threat detection.

No alternative title is required.
	

	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 structured. It clearly states the background, objective, methodology, results, and conclusions of the study. The key findings and performance improvements are well summarized. No major additions or deletions are necessary, though the abstract could be slightly shortened for conciseness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is clearly described, and the literature review follows a systematic and well-defined process. The results and conclusions are consistent with the cited studies and current knowledge in cybersecurity research. No major scientific errors were identified.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and mostly recent, with strong coverage from 2018 to 2024. They include well-known academic, industry, and standards sources. The reference list adequately supports the arguments made in the manuscript. No additional references are strictly required.

	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is generally clear and easy to follow. Some sections are dense and could benefit from minor grammar polishing and sentence simplification, but overall readability is good.
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