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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.


	The manuscript is crucial for the scientific community as it puts forth an innovative hybrid approach where rule-based logic is juxtaposed with cutting-edge machine learning methods in the context of fraud detection in saving accounts. It tackles contemporary issues-the metamorphosis of fraud methodologies, and the lacunae that plague their traditional rule-based counterparts, hence making them adaptive and efficient in their approach. Real-time detection along with its implementation could, therefore, severely impact cybersecurity in financial institutions. The research further lays down a framework that can be built upon and modified for another realm of financial cyber security and furnish the domain with worthy insights.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Indeed, the given title for this article, "AI-Driven Financial Fraud Detection System in Savings Account Using Rule-Based Logic and Random Forest Algorithm," aptly fits since it encompasses the nomenclature of whatever lies at the center of the whole research and its methodology. There can be no doubt about the artificial intelligence focus and the specific algorithms being pinpointed before the very application domain of savings accounts. This therefore allows the title to be informative and savvy enough to appeal to someone interested in the field of both machine learning and financial cybersecurity.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is all-encompassing as it tackles the crux of the problem, informs about the approach, talks about the hybrid approach, and key features, and specifies the technologies used. Nonetheless, an improvement can be made by briefly stating the performance metrics or results achieved while showcasing the effectiveness of the system. This would lend the abstract a greater impact by giving a clearer indication of the actual success of the system in practical terms. Furthermore, the last statement seems incomplete and must be modified to make it clear and complete.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript seems scientifically valid, portraying an approach well supported by theory that combines rules with machine-learning methods for the fraudulent detection in saving accounts. The references build the methodology and provide for contextual understanding, so the current research standards have been somewhat followed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are far-reaching and updated, touching upon material foundational, emerging and frontier considerations of fraud attempts with machine learning, deep learning, or anomaly detection, thus covering various degrees of application areas in finance, e-commerce, and cybersecurity to bring an outer layer of context to the study. Could the literature review be supplemented with recent works on explainable AI in fraud detection and the application of blockchain technology to financial security since those are quite related to the field.
	

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


	The language and the usage of English in the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication with clear and coherent presentation of ideas. Some sentences could be refined for more clarity and professionalism, thereby putting them on that same high level of academic standard in publishing.
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