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	1. The research is germane as the input of A.I  in treasury management should be carefully examined
2. Valuable cross-referencing where made between XAI models and their flaws were buttressed.
3. The research stressed the need to adopt hybrid approaches that integrate interpretable AI techniques with high-performing black-box models and this option should be further explored.
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	Yes, the English quality is satisfactory and suitable for scholarly communication.
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