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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 addresses an important challenge in digital finance—detecting fraudulent transactions in highly imbalanced datasets—using an explainable XGBoost-based framework. The study contributes to the expanding field of explainable AI by combining high-performance predictive modeling with interpretability, which is vital for regulatory compliance and operational trust in financial institutions. The work is valuable because it evaluates both performance metrics and feature importance, providing insights into fraud-related behavioral patterns. This research is significant as it strengthens the applicability of transparent machine learning systems in real-world fraud detection.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “An Explainable XGBoost Framework for Detecting Fraudulent Financial Transactions,” is clear, descriptive, and aligned with the focus of the study. It accurately reflects both the methodology and the domain. No changes are necessary.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and highlights the dataset, model performance, and significance of XAI components. However, it may benefit from slightly more concise phrasing to improve readability. Additionally, including a brief mention of limitations or future directions would provide a more balanced overview.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with clear methodology, appropriate use of XGBoost, and correct application of evaluation metrics for an imbalanced dataset. The discussion of findings is thorough and consistent with the results. However, the claims of 100% accuracy in certain parts should be rephrased to avoid potential misinterpretation, especially given class imbalance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes several relevant and recent references, especially from the 2020–2024 period. The literature review is comprehensive and well structured. A few additional citations on XAI-based fraud detection techniques could further enrich the context but are not mandatory.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. However, some sections contain lengthy sentences and minor grammatical inconsistencies that could be improved for smoother readability. A light proofreading edit is recommended.
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