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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.


	By synthesizing crucial insights on business continuity (BC) and disaster recovery (DR) in the context of growing cyberattacks and natural disasters—areas that are becoming more and more important to academics studying economics, finance, and management—this manuscript is of great significance to the scientific community. It advances multidisciplinary research in sustainable operations and resilience by bridging traditional physical risk management with growing digital risks. It does this by highlighting integrated techniques complying with ISO 22301 and NIST standards using real-world examples such as COVID-19 and WannaCry. The paper's focus on simulation exercises, SME issues, and future AI-driven trends offers researchers studying fintech and sustainability a solid foundation for empirical research and policy recommendations, addressing gaps in how businesses maintain economic stability in the face of hybrid disruptions. All things considered, it offers current, useful information that can direct academic discussions on risk reduction in a highly interconnected global economy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Disaster Recovery and Business Continuity after Cyber-Attacks and Natural Disasters: A study of threats, past lessons, responses and upcoming trends" is appropriate. It conveys the manuscript's emphasis on BC/DR tactics in the face of hybrid threats in an accurate and thorough manner, which is consistent with recent literature on operational continuity and cybersecurity resilience. While defining threats, lessons, and trends aligns with the content's structure, the inclusion of "review" indicates its synthetic character and improves discoverability for academics studying risk management, economics, and finance.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive, effectively summarizing the manuscript's scope, objectives, methodologies (standards like ISO 22301 and NIST SP 800-34), key threats (cyberattacks and natural disasters), and emphasis on simulations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates strong scientific accuracy. It aligns with peer-reviewed research, such as Herbane (2019) and Smith & Thomas (2021), in its application of established standards like ISO 22301 and NIST SP 800-34 to business continuity and disaster recovery (BC/DR) planning. The distinction between BC (maintaining critical functions) and DR (IT/system recovery) is correctly made, and relevant insights are drawn from events like the 2011 Thailand floods, the 2017 WannaCry attack, and Hurricane Sandy.

The literature synthesis methodology appears sound, and factual information regarding costs (e.g., IBM breach data), recovery strategies (RTO/RPO via BIA), and emerging trends (AI/cloud integration) is consistent with industry benchmarks and systematic reviews. Minor phrasing issues (e.g., "proofed to be equally lethal") do not detract from the overall scientific validity and practical technological recommendations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's references are strong and up-to-date (2010-2021). Key standards (ISO 22301:2019, NIST SP 800-34:2020), peer-reviewed research (Herbane (2019), Smith & Thomas (2021)), and IBM Security reports (up to 2021) are all included. These sources adequately support claims about BC/DR, case studies (WannaCry, COVID-19), and relevant trends in economics, finance, and cybersecurity.
	

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


	No. The article shows strong potential for scholarly communication, with a logical structure, appropriate formality, and clear explanations of technical concepts like BIA, RTO/RPO, and hybrid threats. However, the language and English quality need refinement to fully meet the standards of academic journals. Addressing grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and non-idiomatic expressions would enhance the precision and readability of the article.

For instance, "proofed to be equally fatal" should be "proven," "mess smooth running of operations" should be "disrupt smooth operation," and "hurt world supply chains" could be improved to "disrupted global supply chains." Improving repetitive informal transitions (e.g., "This made clear how important"), correcting sentence fragments, and ensuring consistent tense usage would further elevate the article's polish. With minor revisions focused on grammar, idiomatic accuracy, and conciseness, the article could readily achieve journal-ready status, without altering its core meaning or technical accuracy (ISO 22301 alignment).
	

	Optional/General comments


	Through real-world examples and standards, the manuscript skillfully integrates cybersecurity with conventional physical risks in a timely and organized overview of business continuity (BC) and disaster recovery (DR) methods. It is useful for economics and finance scholars because of its extensive tables that summarize incidents, lessons, and trends as well as useful suggestions for simulations and SME challenges.

However, as said earlier, language polishing is necessary to fix grammatical problems and improve flow. Furthermore, DRaaS's forward-looking impact could be strengthened without significant restructuring by modestly expanding on quantitative indicators (such as post-2021 breach expenses from recent IBM publications) and AI applications. Overall, because of its methodological soundness and scholarly importance, it justifies minor changes for publishing.
	


	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 detail)

No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript. 
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