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	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.

	This manuscript makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by addressing the increasingly critical intersection of cybersecurity, data privacy, and intellectual property rights within supply chain management (SCM). As global supply chains become more digitized and interconnected, the ethical and security challenges outlined in this research are both timely and essential for academic discourse and practical applications. The study's integration of literature review, cross-case analyses, and expert interviews provides a comprehensive, multi-dimensional understanding of the risks and best practices needed to protect supply chain integrity. Its findings not only offer valuable insights for researchers exploring SCM ethics but also serve as a robust framework for industry professionals and policymakers seeking to strengthen data governance, enhance cybersecurity resilience, and safeguard intellectual property in complex global networks.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
Yes the title of the Article is suitable according to the written statements
	

	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.

	Your abstract is already strong—well-structured and comprehensive, covering the scope, methods, key findings, and implications. However, there is room for refinement to improve clarity, conciseness, and impact.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Your manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of structure, depth, and coverage of the topics
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are older than expected. Kindly try finding recent references onwards
	

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

	
Yes, the language and English quality of this article are largely suitable for scholarly communication



	

	Optional/General comments

	
Overall Manuscript is well and good
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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