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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	1. This paper highlights security constraints and awareness among financial institutions.

2. The study shows that IAM errors (183 occurrences) and exposed APIs (156 occurrences) are the most frequent misconfigurations
3. Utilizing data from the Cloud Security Alliance (CSA) Top Threats Dataset, Verizon Data Breach Investigations Report (DBIR), and the MITRE ATT&CK Framework to examine the gravity of the research problem is a great impact.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The manuscript’s title is in line with the content hence, it should be maintained.
	

	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 summarizes the entire piece of work; it gives the background of the work, the research aim, the methodology adopted, the datasets, and the results. Therefore, the abstract is very comprehensive. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct as it follows the scientific method/approach of finding a solution to a research-based problem, the use of mathematical expressions and statistical analysis also makes it scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The paper used references ranges from 2019 to 2025 hence, it is current and the number of references used are sufficient enough for a paper.
	

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


	The tone of language is enough.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript should be summarized enough to make it more precise and concise to make it more interesting than living it in a thesis format.
Overall, the manuscript is accepted but can be summarized.
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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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