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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 tackles a relevant problem at the crossroads of blockchain, database management, and law – the privacy compliance issue. The application of Zero-Knowledge Proofs (ZKPs) to privacy issues and blockchain-based property transactions is indeed novel. This research is important because it enhances the privacy and security of property transactions or transfers by explaining how ZKPs can assist in complying with the privacy laws of data protection in the UK. This manuscript advances the development of blockchain technologies that have legal and privacy compliance in such a way that it diagnoses gaps and issues in property transactions that need urgent attention. That makes it useful not only for the blockchain community, but also for cybersecurity and legal scholars and practitioners involved in the governance of technology in law.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. The article’s title, while adequately suggesting the contents of the manuscript, could shed more light on the focus of the document which is centered on ZKPs in property transactions concerning blockchain, with the major concern on issue of data privacy and regulation in the UK.


	

	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 largely satisfactory since it describes the major concepts dealt within the manuscript, namely ZKPs, blockchain, property transactions, data confidentiality, and compliance to UK law. There are, however, some parts of the abstract which can be made more powerful and crisp.

1. Address the Problem Statement: You may want to identify the particular issues in property transactions, such as privacy and compliance, that the manuscript seeks to resolve, perhaps in greater detail.

2. Explain the Methodology: Provide context by explaining the methodology used to analyze the role of ZKPs in the specific context. This would help readers understand how research processes the information.

3. Explain The Contribution: I'd strengthen the abstract by including a sentence that describes the novel contribution or findings of the manuscript, especially how ZKPs enhance data privacy while complying with the United Kingdom's legal regulations.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems free of scientific errors in regard to the role of Zero-Knowledge Proofs (ZKPs) technology in the property transactions of the blockchain ecosystem. The author has correctly described concepts associated with ZKPs, blockchain, and data security as theory and practice converge in these domains. Moreover, the writer provides a reasonable account of the UK’s regulations with particular emphasis on data protection and compliance.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided in the manuscript are adequate. They cover important aspects of the Zero-Knowledge Proofs (ZKPs) and blockchain data privacy, as well as the united kingdom's regulatory framework. All the cited works show a good corpus of literature that is pertinent to these disciplines.


	

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


	The manuscript is fit for scholarly communications because the language and English used in it are on point. The manuscript is organized with appropriate technical communication. The writing style is formal and should be academic, which is necessary for the audience to understand it.


	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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