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	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 paper is significant to the scientific community because it provides an integrated and organized inspection of the most significant changes in global financial markets since the 2008 financial crisis, incorporating insights on market capitalization, regulation, globalization, and FinTech. By incorporating various literature and policy evolution, it functions as a quality reference for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners interested in understanding post-crisis financial development. Its interdisciplinarity bridges economics, finance, and technology, emphasizing how linked trends influence market resilience and stability. Additionally, it highlights lessons learned from the crisis, which can be used in future research, regulatory design, and strategic decision-making in a dynamic financial environment.
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	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive but overly long and repetitive; it should be shortened, highlight the study’s unique contribution, briefly mention the methodology, and end with a stronger, forward-looking conclusion.
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, as it accurately presents post-2008 financial market developments
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	The paper is well-written, easy to follow, and covers important changes in financial markets after the 2008 crisis. However, it mainly describes past studies and events, so adding data, comparisons, and deeper analysis would make it stronger. Small changes in wording, and the title could also improve it for publication.
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