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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 text is of great importance for the scientific community, as it reveals the theoretical foundations and historical aspects of the study of "crisis". The author analyzes well-known scientific theories that explain the causes of crises. However, not enough attention is paid to theories that take into account the risks and threats of modern market conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title of the article is creative, but does not sufficiently reveal the content of the article. The article clearly describes the theories of "crisis" in the historical aspect and from the point of view of political economy. Therefore, I believe that the title of the article does not reflect its content, but can be accepted. As an alternative, we can offer: "Economic theories of the emergence of "crisis"", "Cyclicity of crises and their emergence in the historical aspect", "Scientific theories of the emergence of crises - their effectiveness in the 21st century"
	

	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 states that the purpose of the article is to “analyze the causes that led to the subprime crisis.” However, this is a very narrow analysis. In our opinion, it is appropriate to add that the article analyzes the theories of crisis occurrence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript analyzes theories of crisis emergence, but the author's conclusion regarding the stated goal is not sufficiently substantiated. In addition, it is incorrect that the author's conclusions contain references to other sources, and even those from 2010.

	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient and up-to-date. Although it should be noted that the literature used is somewhat outdated. In our opinion, it is not logical to use references in the conclusions.
	

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

	No comments.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail)
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