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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.


	The context of the paper is relevant for the region or the setting. Given technological development and evolvement couple the digital age being strengthened by artificial intelligence, one cannot hesitate to appreciate that unethical dealings in the capital market can heighten. This classifies researches such as this as very important. This study will help both the exchange regulation and the investor community and essential bring sanity into the exchange dealings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the paper is appropriate.
	

	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 of the paper is well-done; all facets of a standard abstract is captured and the implications of the paper for all stakeholders are comprehensively discussed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Standard structure of a journal article is lacking. However, the paper lacks theoretical and empirical context. Check for a clear literature review and the discussions of the findings. Also, the findings are more of literature review than the specificity of the discoveries the author made.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author(s) used bibliography. List is adequate and current albeit it is teemed with inconsistencies in referencing style. Author needs to adopt and be consistent with the appropriate referencing style of this journal.
	

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


	Good. Language is well used, clear and comprehensive.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Abstract is good. The introduction given fails to show clearly the objective of the current study; as well as the structure of the paper. The methodology is well-discussed. However, we are not presented with any clear literature to underlie the investigation. Also, while the findings are laid clearly no discussions on such findings was provided to help us to compare and contrast the current study with empirical studies of the previous authors. This also makes it difficult for the reader to see how the conclusions tie in with the discussions that precede it. Also, the paragraph before subtitle ‘conclusion’ is more of recommendation and hence must be included in recommendations.
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