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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 important to the scientific community as it explores the application of Quantum Machine Learning (QML) in financial forecasting, demonstrating its potential to enhance predictive accuracy and cybersecurity. By comparing QLSTM with classical models and evaluating Quantum Key Distribution (QKD) for financial security, it provides valuable insights into the practical advantages of quantum computing in FinTech. The study contributes to the growing body of research on quantum-enhanced predictive analytics and adversarial attack resilience, encouraging further advancements in both academia and industry.
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive but could benefit from a clearer introduction to the study’s scope, including why traditional models are insufficient for financial forecasting and security. Additionally, specifying dataset characteristics, refining security implications, and strengthening the call to action for financial institutions would enhance clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically accurate, as it presents well-supported arguments, relevant references, and empirical results demonstrating the advantages of Quantum Machine Learning (QML) in financial forecasting and security. The comparisons between QLSTM, classical models, and security mechanisms are backed by appropriate evaluation metrics (RMSE, MAE, MSE) and adversarial attack resilience analysis, making the findings credible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references provided are recent and sufficient, as they come from well-known sources.
	

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


	Yes. The quality of language is clear and well-structured.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Some sentences are overly long and complex, which can reduce readability. Simplifying certain sections without losing technical depth would improve clarity.
2. Ensure consistency in referring to key concepts (e.g., consistently using "QML" instead of alternating with "Quantum Machine Learning").
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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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