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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 highly relevant and timely topic in the field of cybersecurity, focusing on the growing need for intelligent and automated threat detection mechanisms. By systematically reviewing SIEM-based automation approaches aligned with the MITRE ATT&CK framework, the paper provides a consolidated view of how threat-informed defense strategies are evolving in both academic research and real-world security operations. The work is valuable for researchers seeking structured insights into current trends, as well as for practitioners looking to understand the practical benefits and limitations of ATT&CK-aligned SIEM deployments. Overall, the manuscript contributes to strengthening the bridge between theoretical cybersecurity research and operational security practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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 motivation, review methodology, scope of analysis, and key findings, including quantitative performance indicators. This helps readers quickly understand the relevance and outcomes of the study.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The authors follow a systematic review methodology with clearly defined inclusion and exclusion criteria, appropriate data sources, and a transparent study selection process. The analysis and conclusions are consistent with the reviewed literature and do not overstate the findings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive and includes recent and relevant studies, including both peer-reviewed articles and well-recognized industry reports. The citations adequately support the claims made throughout the manuscript.


	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly publication
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized and easy to follow. Figures and tables are used effectively to summarize complex information. The discussion on challenges and future research directions is balanced and realistic. With minor refinements focused on synthesis depth and clarity, the paper will be a strong contribution to the journal.
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