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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	Comparision the services provided by key players in public cloud is very much needed with growing adoption to cloud architecture. Topic is relevant with current scenario of organization adopting cloud model.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes 
	

	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.

	Abstract has aims and conclution part. Rewrite abstract in a single para. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Rewrite using formal languale.
Follow a logical sequesnce and continuity. 
Validate all the claims made in the script.
Include industry surve in literature surve. 
AWS features are included but comparision with azure or google as mentioned in title is missing.
Support claims with data and citation.
Avoid promotion and maintain nuterality throughout the article.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Reference 1 and 4 are duplicate. 
Include correct DOI.

	

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

	

No, Requir correction.


	

	Optional/General comments

	In literature review include gaps in current work.
Add a graph for comparative data to support claims wherever required.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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