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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This manuscript presents a significant advancement for scientific community by proposing a unified, risk-aware hybrid AI framework tailored for the unique challenges of cryptocurrency markets. It provides a concrete methodological blueprint for integrating deep learning’s predictive power with reinforcement learning’s adaptive decision making, directly addressing the critical trade-off between return optimization and risk control in high-volatility environtments. The empirical validation across multiple assets and market regimes offers robust evidence for the paradigm’s effectiveness, setting a valuable benchmark for future research in autonomous financial agents. Furthermore, its focus on incorporating formal risk metrics like VaR and maximum drawdown into the learning process contributes to the vital interdisciplinary effort of building more stable and reliable AI-driven financial systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable and effective.
	

	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 and well-structured, effectively summarizing the manuscript’s key components.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is not scientifically incorrect in its fundamental propositions or calculations, but it is scientifically incomplete and insufficiently rigorous in its current form. The core ideas are valid, but the execution as described lacks the detail and safeguards required for a conclusive scientific study. To achieve scientific correctness, the authors must:

1. Fully define the RL environment: 
State st, Action at (clarify multi-asset handling), and include a transaction cost model in the reward/return calculation.

2. Strengthen experimental proof: 
Add statistical significance testing, consider a more robust data-splitting scheme, and include the Buy-and-Hold baseline.

3. Ensure consistency: 

Align the abstract’s description of the model with what is actually implemented in the methodology section. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is good and functional, but by strategically adding 2-4 of the suggested references, the authors can transform it into an excellent and authoritative foundation that demonstrates a comprehensive grasp of the field’s past, present, and future directions.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are largely suitable for scholarly communication, but they contain consistent stylistic and grammatical issues that should be polished to meet the high standards of top-tier academic journals.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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