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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 (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 provides a detailed evaluation of Tanzania’s securities market regulatory framework and its partial compliance with international standards like IOSCO. It identifies key challenges such as enforcement weaknesses, technological gaps, and limited cross-border cooperation that hinder market development and investor confidence. The insights offered are valuable for policymakers and researchers focused on improving capital market efficiency and fostering financial integration in emerging economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title clearly represents the study. I suggest you replace the first part with “Evaluating Tanzania’s Compliance with……”
	

	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.


	It is good though it lacks some points ie: a brief mention of methodology and, a highlight of key findings.
Also. there is an extra word “Organization” in the first sentence.

See comments in the copy that I have reviewed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and provides a well-structured, evidence-based analysis of Tanzania’s compliance with IOSCO standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they are. Just remove one repetition, state the acts using legal citation standards fully.
See comments in the copy that I have reviewed.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are some minor grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and occasional repetition that, if addressed, would improve readability and professionalism.
See comments in the copy that I have reviewed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript offers a thorough and timely analysis of Tanzania’s securities market regulatory framework in relation to international IOSCO standards, filling an important gap in regional financial regulation literature.
Note: 

1. State more concrete examples or case studies that illustrate the practical impact of regulatory gaps.
2. State examples of appropriate principles whenever you talk of compliance.
3. Some sentences are wrongly written, some have repetitions, generally grammar issues.
4. In the sections of legal instruments and licensing…, analyse the impact of these laws.

5. Work on your methodology. It is shallow

See all these and more in the copy that I have reviewed.
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