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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 manuscript addresses an important issue related to security visibility in cloud-native microservices and containerized environments. With the increasing adoption of Kubernetes-based architectures, ensuring effective security monitoring and system stability has become more complex. The study demonstrates how machine learning–based observability can improve anomaly detection and reduce response time. The findings are relevant for researchers and practitioners working in cloud security and system monitoring.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the focus and scope of the study.
	

	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 a good summary of the problem description, methodology employed in the paper, data used in the study, and important findings. It is a good illustration of the efficiency gains made possible through the suggested approach. A slight improvement could be to include a mention of the proposed method.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript looks scientifically valid. The methodology is explained well and the use of openly available data resources such as MITRE ATT&CK and OpenTelemetry supports the credibility of the results. The adopted evaluation criteria are related to the purpose.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and relevant to the topic. Most cited works are recent and appropriately support the background and discussion of the study.
	

	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 well organized. Minor grammatical or stylistic improvements may enhance readability, but no major issues are observed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript presents a well-structured study with meaningful results. The combination of empirical analysis and conceptual framework strengthens the contribution. Only minor revisions are suggested before publication.
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