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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.


	The topic is significant since it helps to determine if financial markets truly showcase all available historical information to make decisions in the long term. Understanding whether markets are efficient helps to identify when technical analysis or using past price data can actually provide a reliable data to invest in.  Moreover, the topic covers if the financial strategies are reliable when prices shift randomly and unpredictably. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	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 comprehensive.  I would suggest to paraphrase the parts with direct speech into indirect speech to sound more academic. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I would suggest to work on the structure of the whole manuscript, I find the repetition of the same thoughts multiple times. Moreover, the work needs an academic structure. In most cases, it uses bullet points. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient. 
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	I find the manuscript repetitive. Some parts are lack of references in the elaboration of the topic. 
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