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	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 lack of trust, openness, and efficiency in cross-border financial transactions is a pressing issue in contemporary financial and computational systems that is addressed in this manuscript. The work adds to the expanding corpus of research on safe, intelligent, and transparent financial infrastructures by fusing block chain technology with artificial intelligence. The paper's quantitative and multi-method approach enhances its scientific rigor and offers useful empirical insights for scholars and practitioners alike. The suggested approach may be also useful in computer science fields including distributed systems, data governance, and intelligent decision-support systems in addition to finance.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, understandable, and appropriately captures the main idea of the work. It rightly draws attention to how block chain technology and AI might be integrated to improve transparency and trust in international banking. Nothing has to be changed.


	

	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.


	In overall, the abstract is thorough and organized. It provides a clear summary of the study's motivation, methodology, datasets, major findings, and contributions. The suggested framework's practical consequences for actual financial systems and regulatory contexts, however, may be briefly clarified to improve the abstract. The abstract would be strengthened much further with one succinct statement about implementation relevance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Indeed, the manuscript seems to be methodologically sound and scientifically sound. For the given research goals, panel regression, logistic regression, structural equation modeling, and Monte Carlo simulation are suitable. The results are presented and discussed coherently, and the assumptions and interpretations are generally in line with known literature.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are many, current, and pertinent. The manuscript's scholarly foundation is strengthened with citations to recent research, regulatory reports, and reputable institutional sources. Although there don't seem to be any missing important references, the authors should think about cutting back on ancillary citations to keep a more focused theme.


	

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


	Indeed, the phrase is appropriate for academic discourse. The text has proper academic vocabulary, is well-structured, and is written clearly. Some longer paragraphs would be easier to understand with a few minor grammatical corrections, but no significant linguistic changes are needed.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	This manuscript does not raise any ethical concerns. The study does not use human people, acquire personal data, or conduct studies that need ethical permission; instead, it relies on secondary and simulated data sources.
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