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

Optional/General comments

The manuscript delves deep into the use of blockchain for generating and certifying bank cheques. The
authors have displayed great initiative towards secure and efficient method with the implementation of
an emerging technology. However, there are a few suggestions that could further improve the quality of
the research conducted and the paper itself.

- Include a Literature review section within the manuscript to provide outcomes of previous
works and where the current research stands in the academia

- ltis highly recommended to clearly mention the main contributions in a bullet point format
before the paper organization in the Introduction to highlight the results of the research

- The authors should make sure each of the figures have been cited in-text to provide a
description

- To improve the quality of the research conducted, perhaps the authors should provide a
statistical analysis with visuals instead of a theoretical analysis

- The conclusion is nearly a paragraph. The authors are suggested to provide an in-depth
explanation of the results of the research

- The authors are suggested to include future research directions to highlight pathways for future
researchers to take on

- References are poorly structured, and perhaps more recent ones should be considered
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