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	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.


	E-commerce has transformed the marketplace into a global space accessible with a single click, where speed and convenience dictate purchasing decisions. In the shadow of this expansion, digital fraud is constantly evolving, testing users' vigilance and technology's ability to protect online trust. This study helps stakeholders better understand the risks and opportunities, providing them with clear information for strategic decision-making and the development of effective and sustainable solutions.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I believe that the title adequately captures the central message of the article, clearly reflecting the objectives and thematic direction addressed in a scientific context.
	

	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.


	I consider that the abstract is comprehensive and coherent, clearly summarising the purpose, methodology, and main conclusions of the paper, in accordance with scientific standards.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I believe that the bibliographical references are sufficient and up-to-date, providing a solid and relevant theoretical basis for the outline and foundation of this article.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction should clearly outline the gap in the literature and explain how this study aims to address and contribute to filling it.
When reviewing the literature, it is recommended to formulate and explicitly justify well-defined research questions in order to highlight the original contribution of the article and its relevance to the field of research.

The discussion section of the article is insufficiently outlined and requires more rigorous development. It should clearly highlight the anchoring of the results obtained in the context of the specialized literature, through systematic comparisons with the results of other relevant scientific studies, emphasizing both the convergences and differences, as well as the theoretical and practical implications of the findings presented.

Furthermore, the conclusions section is incomplete and requires substantial development. It should coherently summarize the main results of the study, highlight policy implications, and emphasize the relevance of the conclusions for decision-makers, the economic environment, and the regulatory framework.
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