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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript offers a detailed and insightful review of how blockchain technology can enhance transparency, particularly in the financial sector. The comprehensive literature review, clear objectives, and technical accuracy are commendable. However, the paper would benefit from a more balanced analysis that includes blockchain's limitations, regulatory concerns, and cross-sector applications. Incorporating visual aids and refining the language will further enhance the readability and impact of

1. While the paper extensively covers the benefits of blockchain, it offers limited critical analysis of its limitations. Include a dedicated section discussing the potential downsides of blockchain technology, such as energy consumption, scalability issues, and privacy concerns. This will provide a more balanced perspective.

2. The manuscript overlooks the regulatory and ethical challenges associated with blockchain implementation. Issues such as legal compliance, data privacy laws, and jurisdictional conflicts are not adequately addressed. Incorporate a section or subsection discussing the legal and ethical implications of blockchain adoption, including its regulatory challenges across different regions.

3. While the paper focuses heavily on finance and banking, it only briefly mentions other sectors. The broader applicability of blockchain in areas like healthcare, supply chain, and voting systems is underexplored. Expand the discussion to include more real-world use cases beyond finance. This will enhance the generalizability and relevance of the findings.

4. The manuscript frequently uses blockchain-specific technical terms (e.g., Byzantine fault tolerance, PLT, smart contracts) without providing clear explanations. Include brief definitions or explanations of technical jargon, especially in the introduction or footnotes, to make the content accessible to a broader audience, including non-technical readers.

5. Although the paper references many sources, there is minimal evaluation of their reliability, credibility, or limitations. Introduce a critical appraisal section where the quality, limitations, and potential biases of the reviewed studies are discussed. This will enhance the paper’s academic rigor.

6. Certain sections, particularly in the introduction and background, contain lengthy and redundant sentences, making the content verbose. Refine the language by breaking down complex sentences and removing repetitive content. This will improve readability and coherence.
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