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Compulsory REVISION comments The article basically focuses on a review of the bibliography and the state of the art
in the field of Cloud security. However, an article of this type, where no significant
contribution, progress or proposal is made to address the problems addressed,
should have a much broader, more complete and deeper review of the literature. In
addition to including more references, it would be advisable to provide some light by
structuring this revision in a logical way. The authors should therefore create a more
complex and complete systematic review framework.

Minor REVISION comments The article can be improved in terms of structure and orderly presentation of novel ideas. In
addition some images look somewhat wrong, in terms of the value scales of graphs and the
texts of their legends.
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