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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 is highly valuable to the scientific community as it explores a crucial topic at the intersection of blockchain security, agriculture, and finance. With the growing adoption of digital assets in agri-finance, ensuring security and trust is more important than ever. By focusing on tokenization, the study sheds light on how blockchain can help prevent fraud and cyber risks while improving transparency in agricultural investments. Its insights can play a key role in shaping secure and sustainable financial models, benefiting investors, farmers, and policymakers alike.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, title is suitable.
	

	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.


	1. Specify whether the study focuses on small farmers, agribusinesses, or financial institutions.
2. Briefly state how each dataset (World Bank Findex, Ethereum records, FAO Agristats) contributes to the analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is scientifically sound, with a clear methodology, reliable datasets, and appropriate statistical techniques. However, to strengthen its rigor:
1. Ensure datasets are relevant, well-preprocessed, and free from biases.

2. Verify assumptions in logistic regression and anomaly detection; confirm DiD has a valid control group.

3. Clarify that findings show correlation, not direct causation, while addressing possible confounding factors.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, but ensure they are recent, diverse, and comprehensive. At least 50% should be from the last five years, covering blockchain security, DeFi regulations, and agricultural finance. Consider adding studies on smart contract risks and blockchain adoption in agriculture. 
	

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


	The language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study offers valuable insights. Addressing implementation challenges and policy implications could enhance its impact.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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