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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 work contributes to the ongoing discourse on balancing technological innovation with legal and ethical considerations, making it a valuable resource for researchers, policymakers, and industry stakeholders.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"Enhancing Data Privacy and Regulatory Compliance in UK Blockchain-Based Property Transactions Using Zero-Knowledge Proofs"
This alternative title maintains the core elements of the study but is more concise and emphasizes the enhancement of privacy and compliance, which are key outcomes of the research. It also places the focus on the UK context, which is central to the study.


	

	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 be improved for clarity and completeness. It should briefly specify the quantitative methods used (e.g., entropy measures, k-anonymity analysis) and explicitly highlight the implications of key findings, such as the 65.5% identifiability rate and its conflict with UK GDPR. Additionally, it could emphasize the trade-offs between privacy and computational costs more clearly. Including the 72.5% regulatory acceptance rate and its significance for ZKP adoption would strengthen the abstract. Finally, a brief mention of future recommendations, such as optimizing zk-Rollups and enhancing stakeholder collaboration, would provide a more rounded conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, employing appropriate quantitative methods such as entropy measures and logistic regression to analyze blockchain-based property transactions. It provides robust findings, including the high identifiability of transactions (65.5%) and the effectiveness of ZKPs in enhancing privacy (92.5% privacy score), while acknowledging trade-offs like increased costs and latency. The technical evaluation of zk-Rollups and scalability improvements is well-grounded in current cryptographic research. The study also effectively addresses regulatory compliance with UK GDPR and AML/KYC requirements, highlighting adoption barriers such as institutional resistance. The literature review and references are comprehensive, aligning the work with existing research. Minor improvements, such as clarifying methodological details and expanding on quantum computing risks, could further enhance its scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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


	1. Simplify Complex Sentences: Break down long sentences into shorter, clearer ones to improve readability.

2. Avoid Repetition: Ensure that key points are discussed only where most relevant, rather than repeated across sections.

3. Use Active Voice: Where appropriate, replace passive constructions with active voice to make the writing more direct and engaging.

4. Proofread for Grammar: Carefully review the manuscript for minor grammatical errors, such as article usage and subject-verb agreement.

5. Define Technical Terms: While the target audience is likely familiar with blockchain and cryptography, briefly defining terms like "zk-Rollups" or "entropy measures" in the introduction could aid readers from diverse backgrounds.
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